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ADVERTISEMENT | 


TO THE 


SECOND EDITION. 


Tuts Second Part of the Fourth Volume is intended to be bound 
with the First Part. Directions to that effect are given at the end 
of this Part. 

This Second Edition has undergone considerable revision, espe- 
cially in the Digest of various readings, which has been in many 
respects made more complete. The recent discovery of the Codex 
Reuchlinensis, on which Erasmus’s text was based, rendered it 
necessary to insert in the Digest notices of its readings, obtained 
from the tract of Professor Delitzsch. 

The lists of MSS. in the Apparatus Criticus are new, and have 
been drawn up almost entirely by the Rev. A. W. Grafton, who 
has personally inspected several of the MSS. See note, Prolegg. 
p- 271. 

To him, and to my other Secretary, the Rev. R. Hake, I am 
_ mainly indebted for the revisions, and the new matter, in this 
Edition. 


Deanery, Canterbury, 
March, 1862. 


wat. ai a Saf ue 3 1 amet hit 
Sa cath da svt ots ; iigie ome nee 


ay 
Fie : 


y tet eave 
phe 

hs bi dew ae cn: a 

go wbabers dhsnaBigiue auger aed Eersty mage ae 

een be hhinsel este slaitdes nytt: a 
aks wh Ww veoroyalh fomoet all 
ghist dbseind ety tah ane ett ; 
ule Jgetiaot ot? to meatier dovwatl od: ont 
pa : a i aecetiia ronahon to Ds 
eee hes gun oi yee ie) aebenaipeg mh ort wi PPM Ww 
a at io tohiate TT A eet oft th4 od fenugla, a 


“astotl ado Gee ‘pa ae oaty te Aotot as ie bat woe ea 


4 


ae 


: ” , 
ie v in = 
brad weetl 2h ot toate af, code Put at Baa’ 


aot? if jsetsard weet oad bite unit er 4 rat, bate 
has 


au i) . , 
coma) Ney ginal 
Atop aD Lie 


LUE nh 
etm 


fa rs ve 
aurag 
: 


Vey 
\ the arn 
is 


CONTENTS OF THE PROLEGOMENA. 


CHAPTER V. 


1 JOHN. 


SECTION PAGE- 
I. Its Authorship . : a : : A : . . 159 

II. For what Readers it was writen b “ . : : F - 165 
III. Its Relation to the Gospel of St. John 3 < 6 3 A 
IV. Time and Place of Writing - 4 A 4 : . - 169 
V. Contents and Arrangement C é : : ¢ : é ; . 170 
VI. Language and Style . ‘ : 4 - fe ‘ : 2 c elie 
VII. Occasion and Object. . eit Ate A : pene Ae 2 al SO 


CHAPTER VI. 


2 & 3 JOHN. 
I. Authorship : “ - 6 - y ‘ 5 - . 181 
II. For what Readers witktes: : , A 4 2 F ; : . 184 
II. Time and Place of Writing a c é A : - i . 187 


CHAPTER VII. 


JUDE. 
I. Its Authorship . ae ie - < . : : : F oo SS. 
II. Authenticity . F : 5 - . 190 
III. For what Readers ud with wha Object Vain 6 - : 5 - 192 
IV. Time and Place of Writing A C . 193 


VY. On the Apocryphal Writings acieuely rerenred toi in this Epistle 4 - 194 


Vili CONTENTS OF THE PROLEGOMENA. 


CHAPTER VIII. 


REVELATION. 


SECTION 
I. Authorship, and Canonicity . 2 : 
II. Place and Time of Writing ‘ 
III. To whom addressed . 2 
IV. Object and Contents . 
V. Systems of Interpretation 


CHAPTER IX. 


APPARATUS CRITICUS. 


I. Manuscripts referred to in this Volume 
IJ. Ancient Versions referred to 
III. Fathers and ancient Writers cited in the Digest 


IV. List and Specification of Editions of other Books quoted rend ve or 


made use of in this Volume 


PAGE 
= 198 
. 230 
. 236 
- 241 
. 245 


. 260 
. 275 
~ 200 


; : r - 280 


on.v. § 1] ITS AUTHORSHIP. [PROLEGOMENA. 


CHAPTER V. 


1 JOHN. 


SECTION I. 


ITS AUTHORSHIP. 


1. Tux internal testimony furnished by this Epistle to its Author 
being the same with the Author of the fourth Gospel is, it may well be 
thought, incontrovertible. To maintain a diversity of Authorship would 
betray the very perverseness and exaggeration of that school of criti- 
cism which refuses to believe, be evidence never so strong. 

2. It will be well however not to assume this identity, but to proceed 
in the same way as we have done with the other books of the New 
Testament, establishing the Authorship by external ecclesiastical testi- 
mony. 

Polycarp, ad Philipp. c. 7, writes: mae yip d¢ av pip dporoyn "Inaody 
KploTov év oapKkt édynvOévar, avrixptordg éortv. Seeing that this con- 
tains a plain allusion to 1 John iv. 3, and that Polycarp was the dis- 
ciple of St. John, it has ever been regarded as an indirect testimony to 
the genuineness, and so to the Authorship of our Epistle. Liicke, in 
his Hinleitung, p. 3 f., has dealt with and defended this testimony of 
Polycarp. 

3. It is said of Papias by Eusebius, H. E,. ili. 39, céypnrat & 6 adroc 
paprupiac amo tig “Iwavvov mporépacg émoro\ijc, Kal rij¢ Tlérpov dpotwe. 
And be it remembered that Irenzus says of Papias that he was ’lway- 
vou pév akovorijc, Hokvcaprov 0 éraipoc. 

4. Ireneus frequently quotes this Epistle, as Eusebius asserts of 
him, H. EB. v. 8. In his work against heresies, iii. 16. 5, after citing 
John xx. 81, with “ quemadmodum Joannes Domini discipulus confirmat 
dicens,” he proceeds “ propter quod et in Epistola sua sic testificatus 
est nobis: Filioli, novissima hora est”? &c. 1 Johnii.18 ff. In ii. 16. 
7, he says, “quos et Dominus nobis cavere predixit, et discipulus ejus 
Johannes in preedicta epistola fugere nos pracepit dicens Multi seduc- 
tores exierunt &c. (2 John 7,8: so that “in predicta epistola”’ seems to 
be a lapse of memory): et rursus in epistola ait Multi pseudoprophetz 
exierunt,”’ &¢. (1 John iv. 1—3.) 

In this last quotation it is, that Ireneus supports the remarkable 
reading 6 Ave ror “Inoovr, “ qui solvit Jesum.” 

And just after, he proceeds, ow madi év ry emiorodr\n gnat Mae 6 
miorevur dre Inoode yptaroe, éx Tov Oeot yeyévynrat, 1 John v. I. 

5. Clement of Alexandria repeatedly refers to our Epistle as written 
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by St. John. Thus in his Strom., ii. 66, p. 464 Potter, paiverat dé kal 
"Iwavyne év rH peilove EmioroAn Tac Ovadopag THY apapri@y EKOLOdOKWY eV 
Touro’ édy Tic ton TOY adehpoy abrod capravoyra, K.7.X., 1 John v. 16. 

In Strom. iii. 32, p. 525 Potter, he quotes 1 John i. 6 f. with gyno 
6 "lwdvyng év ri émtorod\H. In ii, 42, p. 580, 1 John iii. 3, with gnoiv 
only. In iv. 102, p. 608; 1 John iii. 18, 19, iv. 16, 18, v. 3, with 
*Iwavyne, TeAElouc elvat OvodoKwY .... 

6. Tertullian, adv. Marcion. v. 16: “ut Johannes apostolus, qui jam 
antichristos dicit processisse in mundum, precursores antichristi spiri- 
tus, negantes Christum in carne venisse et solventes Jesum. . .” 
(1 John iv. 1 ff.) 

Ady. Praxean. c. 15: “ Quod vidimus, inquit Johannes, quod audi- 
vimus,” &e. (1 John i. 1.) 

Tb. c. 28: “Joannes autem etiam mendacem notat eum qui negaverit 
Jesum esse Christum, contra de Deo natum omnem qui crediderit 
Jesum esse Christum (1 John ii. 22, iv. 2 f, v. 1): propter quod et 
hortatur ut credamus nomini filii ejus Jesu Christi, ut scilicet communio 
sit nobis cum Patre et filio ejus Jesu Christo” (1 John i. 7). 

See also contr. Gnosticos, 12: and other places, in the indices. 

7. Cyprian in Ep. 28 (24) writes: “Et Joannes apostolus mandati 
memor in epistola sua postmodum ponit: In hoe, inquit, intelligimus 
quia cognovimus eum, si preecepta ejus custodiamus” &c. (1 John ii. 
3, 4.) 

And de orat. dom. v., “in epistola sua Joannes quoque ad facien- 
dam Dei voluntatem hortatur et instruit dicens: Nolite diligere mun- 
dum” &¢. (1 John ii. 15—17.) 

Also de opere et eleemos. i.: “iterum in epistola sua Joannes ponat 
et dicat: Si dixerimus quia peccatum non habemus” &c. (1 John i. 8.) 

De bono patientiz, 11.: “per Christi exempla gradiamur, sicut Joannes 
apostolus instruit dicens: Qui dicit se in Christo manere, debet quo- 
modo ille ambulavit et ipse ambulare” (1 John ii. 6). 

8. Muratori’s fragment on the canon states, “ Joannis due in catho- 
lica habentur,”’ 

And the same fragment cites 1 John i. 1, 4: “quid ergo mirum, si 
Joannes tam constanter singula etiam in epistolis suis proferat, dicens 
in semetipso Que vidimus oculis nostris et auribus audivimus et manus 
apene palpaverunt in hee scripsimus.” Cf. Routh, reliq. sacr. i, 
Dp: f 


9. The Epistle is found in the Peschito, whose canon in the catholic 
Epistles is so short. 

‘10. Origen (in Euseb. vi. 25), beginning the sentence ri dei Tept Tov 
avareodyrog Neyer Ext 7d orOog Tov "Inood, lwavvov ... ., and proceed- 


ing as cited in the Prolegg. to the Apocalypse, § i. par. 12, says 
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KaraXéhoure 0€ Kai émorohiy wavy ddiywy orixwr' Eorw O€ Kal devrépav 
Kai rpiryy, éxel ov Tavrec gaol yynoiove eivar ravrac’ mAHY od«K Eiol orixwv 
apupdrepac exardy. And he continually cites the Epistle as St. John’s: 
e. g., in Ev. Jo. tom. xiii. vol. ii, ed. Lomm. p. 85, 6 Oedc tar mip 
KaravaNicxoy, mapa O& To Iwavvyn poo 6 Oeo¢ yap, gnol, pee gore Kat 
cxoria év abr@ ov« Eorev obdeuia. Numerous other places may be found 
in the indices. 

11. Dionysius of Alexandria, the scholar of Origen, recognizes the 
genuineness of the Gospel and Epistle as being written by the Apostle 
John, by the very form of his argument against the genuineness of the 
Apocalypse. For (see his reasoning at length in the Prolegomena to 
the Revelation, § i. par. 48) he tries to, prove that it was not written 
by St. John, on account of its diversity in language and style from the 
Gospel and Epistle: and distinctly cites the words of our Epistle as 
those of the Evangelist: 6 0€ ye evayyedtorijg obd€ rife KaBoAuKhe émtoro- 
Nij¢ mpoéypaey abrov ro bvoma, adAa amwepirrwe an’ adrov Tov puornpiov 
Tic Oelac awoxadiwewe ijptaro’ 6 iv am’ dpyxiic, 8 dknxdaper, 6 Ewpaxaperv 
Toig OpParpoic Huwr. 

12. Eusebius, H. E. ii. 24, says, rév dé "Iwdvvov ovyypappdrwy mpoc¢ 
Tp evayyedly Kal } mporépa rHv émtorohGv mapd re roicg viv Kal rotg Er’ 
dpxalowe dvaugirexrog wpoddynra. And in iii. 25, having enumerated 
the four Gospels and Acts and the Epistles of Paul, he says, aie é&ijc 

THY pepopévny "lwdvvov mporépay ..... Kupwréor. 
18. After the time of Eusebius, general consent pronounced the 
same verdict. We may terminate the series of testimonies with that 
of Jerome, who in his catalogue of Hcclesiastical writers says of St. 
John, “Scripsit autem et unam epistolam, cujus exordium est, Quod 
fuit ab initio &c., que ab universis ecclesiasticis et eruditis viris pro- 
batur.”’ 

14. The first remarkable contradiction to this combination of testimony 
is found in the writings of Cosmas Indicopleustes, in the sixth century. 
He ventures to assert 1, that none of the earlier Christian writers who 
have treated of the canon, makes any mention of the Catholic Hpistles 
as canonical: ob yap rév drosrddwy paciv avrove of mAélouc, aN’ Erépwr 
rwaey mpsoBurépwr adedeotépwy. He then proceeds in a somewhat con- 
fused way to state that Irenwus does mention 1 Peter and 1 John, as 
apostolic, érepor dé obde avracg Aéyovow eivar atoordAwy, GAA THY mTpEc- 
Buréowy’ mpern yap kai devrépa Kal rpizn “lwavvov yéypamrat, &¢ didov 
Ev0g mpocwmou elvac rag tpeic. But it is evident from the chain of testi- 
monies given above, that Cosmas can have been but ill informed on the 
subject. 

15. It is probable that the Alogi mentioned by Epiphanius as reject- 

1 See the passage at length, with Liicke’s remarks, in his Hinleitung, pp. 5, 6, note. 
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ing the Gospel and Apocalypse, included the Epistles in this rejection. 
Still Epiphanius does not assert it; he only says, rdya dé kai rag emt- 
crodde, ovvgdovar yap Kal atrar te ebayyehiy Kai Ty amoxadvpe. Her. 
li. c. 34. But their repudiation of the Epistle would be of no account. 

16. Its rejection by Marcion is of equally little consequence. He 
excluded from the canon all the writings of St. John, as not suiting his 
views. 

17. Liicke closes his review of ancient authorities, which I have 
followed and expanded, by saying, “Incontestably then our Epistle 
must be numbered among those canonical books which are most strongly 
upheld by ecclesiastical tradition.” 

18. But the genuineness of the Epistle rests not, as already observed, 
on external testimony alone. It must remain an acknowledged fact, 
until either the Gospel is proved not to be St. John’s, or the similarity 
between the two is shewn to be only apparent. lLiiicke has well ob- 
served, that neither Gospel nor Epistle can be said to be an imitation: 
both are original, but both the product of the same mind: so that con- 
sidered only in this point of view, we might well doubt which was 
written first. 

19. However, its genuineness has been controverted in modern times. 
First we have a rash and characteristic saying of Jos. Scaliger’s: “tres — 
epistole Joannis non sunt apostoli Joannis.” The first who deliberately 
and on assigned grounds took the same side, was 8. Gottlieb Lange ; 
who, strange to say, receiving the Gospel and the Apocalypse, yet 
rejected the Epistle. 

20. His argument, as reported by Liicke, is as follows: The entire 
failure in the Epistle of any individual, personal, and local notices, 
betrays an author unacquainted with the personal circumstances of the 
Apostle, and those of the churches where he taught. The close cor- 
respondence of the Epistle with the Gospel in thought and expression 
begets a suspicion that some careful imitator of John wrote the 
Epistle. Lastly, the Epistle, as compared with the Gospel, shews such 
evident signs of enfeeblement of spirit by old age, that if it is to be 
ascribed to John, it must have been written at the extreme end of his 
life, after the destruction of Jerusalem; whereas, from no allusion 
being made to that event even in such a passage as ch. ii. 18, the 
Epistle makes a shew of having been written before it. The only solu- 
tion in Lange’s estimation is that some imitator wrote it, as St. John’s, 
it may be a century after his time. 

21. To this Liicke replies that Lange is in fourfold error. For 1, 
it is not true that the Epistle contains no individual and personal 
notices. These it is true are rather hinted at and implied than brought 
to the oe a characteristic, not only of a catholic epistle as dis- 
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tinguished from one locally addressed, but also of the style of St. John 
as distinguished from that of St. Paul. As to the fact, the Writer 
designates himself by implication as an apostle, and seems to allude to 
his Gospel in ch. i. 1—4: in ch. ii. 1, 18, he implies an intimate rela- 
tion between himself and his readers: in ch. ii. 12—14, he distinguishes 
his readers according to their ages: in ch. ii. 18, 19, iv. 1—8, the false 
teachers are pointed at in a way which shews that both Writer and 
readers knew more about them: and the warning, ch. y. 21, has a 
local character, and reminds the readers of something well known to 
them. 

22. Secondly, it is entirely denied, as above remarked, that there is 
the slightest trace of slavish imitation. The Epistle is in no respect 
the work of an imitator of the Gospel. Such a person would have 
elaborated every point of similarity, and omitted no notice of the per- 
sonal and local circumstances of the Apostle: would have probably 
misunderstood and exaggerated St. John’s peculiarities of style and 
thought. All such attempts to put off one man’s writing for that 
of another carry in them the elements of failure as against a searching 
criticism. But how different is all we find in this Epistle. By how 
wide a gap is it separated from the writings of Ignatius, Clement, 
Barnabas, Polycarp. Apparently close as it is upon them in point of 
time, what a totally different spirit breathes in it. This Epistle 
written after them, written among them, would be indeed the rarest of 
exceptional cases—an unimaginable anachronism, a veritable torepor 
mpOrepor. 

23. Thirdly: it is certainly the strangest criticism, to speak of the 
weakness of old age in the Epistle. If this could be identified as really 
being so, it would be the strongest proof of authenticity. For it is 
altogether inconceivable, that an imitator could have had the power 
or the purpose to write as John might have written in his old age. 
But where are the traces of this second childishness ? We are told, in 
the repetitions, in the want of order, in the uniformity. Certainly 
there is an appearance of tautology in the style: more perhaps than in 
the Gospel. rasmus, in the dedication of his paraphrase of St. John’s 
Gospel, characterizes the style of the Gospel as a “dicendi genus ita 
velut ansulis ex sese coherentibus contexens, nonnumquam ex con- 
trariis, nhonnumquam ex similibus, nonnumquam ex iisdem subinde re- 
petitis, —ut orationis quodque membrum semper excipiat prius, sic, 
ut prioris finis initium sit sequentis.’” The same style prevails in the 
Epistle. It is not however an infirmity of age, but a peculiarity, which 
might belong to extreme youth just as well. 

24. The greater amount of repetition in the Epistle arises from its 
being more hortatory and tender in character, And it may also be 
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attributed to its more Hebraistic form, in which it differs from the 
Grecian and dialectic style of St. Paul: abounding in parallels and 
apparent arguings in a circle. The epistolary form would account for 
the want of strict arrangement in order, which would hardly be ob- 
served by the youngest any more than by the oldest writer. 

25. And the appearance of uniformity, partly accounted for by the 
oneness of subject and simplicity of spirit, is often produced by want of 
deep enough exegesis to discover the real differences in passages which 
seem to express the same. Besides, even granting these marks of old 
age, what argument would they furnish against the genuineness ? 
St. John was quite old enough at and after the siege of Jerusalem for 
such to have shewn themselves: so that this objection must be dealt 
with on other grounds, and does not affect our present question. 

26. Fourthly, it is quite a mistake to suppose that if the Epistle was 
written after the destruction of Jerusalem, that event must necessarily 
have been intimated in ch. ii. 18. It cannot be proved, nor does it 
seem likely from the notices of the rapoveia in the Gospel, that 
St. John connected the éoxarn pa with the destruction of Jerusalem. 
It does not seem likely that, writing to Christians of Asia Minor, 
who probably from the first had a wider view of our Lord’s prophecy of 
the end, he should have felt bound to make a corrective allusion to the 
event, even supposing he himself had once identified it with the time of 
the end. Zhey would not require to be told, why the universal triumph 
of Christianity had not followed it, seeing they probably never expected 
it to do so. 

27. So that Lange’s objections, which I have reported freely from 
Liicke, as being highly illustrative of the character of the Epistle, cer- 
tainly do not succeed in impugning the verdict of antiquity, or the 
evidence furnished by the Epistle itself. 

28. The objections brought by Bretschneider, formed on the doctrine 
of the logos and the antidocetic tendency manifest both in the Epistle 
and the Gospel, and betraying both as works of the second century, 
have also been shewn by Liicke, Einl. pp. 16—20, to be untenable. 
The doctrine of the logos, though formally enounced by St. John only, 
is in fact that of St. Paul in Col. i. 15 ff., and that of the author of the 
Epistle to the Hebrews i. 1 ff, and was unquestionably prepared for 
Christian use long before, in the Alexandrine Jewish theology. And 
though Docetism itself may have been the growth of the second cen- 
tury, yet the germs of it, which are opposed in this Epistle, were 
apparent long before. A groundless assumption of Bretschneider is, 
that seeing the three Epistles are by the same hand, and the writer of 
the second and third, where there was no ground for concealing him- 
self, a rica 6 mpeoPvrepoc,—the first Epistle, where, wishing to be 
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taken for the Apostle, he does not name himself, is also by John the 
Presbyter. The answer to which is, that we can by no means consent to 
the assumption that the so-called Presbyter John was the author of the 
second and third Epistles: see the Prolegomena to 2 John, § i. 2, 12 ff. 

29. The objections brought against our Epistle by the modern 
Tubingen school are dealt with at considerable length by Diisterdieck, 
in his Einleitung, pp. xxxix—Ixxv. It is not my purpose to enter 
on them here. For mere English readers, it would require an intro- 
duction far longer than that which Diisterdieck has devoted to it, at all 
to enable them to appreciate the nature of those objections and the 
postulates from which they spring. And when I inform such English 
readers that the first of those postulates is the denial of a personal 
God, they will probably not feel that they have lost much by not 
having the refutation of the objections laid before them. Should any 
regret it, they may find some of them briefly noticed in Dr. Davidson’s 
Introduction, vol. iii. pp. 454 ff.: and they will there see how feeble 
and futile they are. 

30. Whether then we approach the question of the authorship of 
this Epistle (and its consequent canonicity) from the side of external 
testimony, or of internal evidence, we are alike convinced that its claim 
to have been written by the Evangelist St. John, and to its place in the 
canon of Scripture, is fully substaniated. 


SECTION II. 
FOR WHAT READERS IT WAS WRITTEN. 


1. This question, in the case of our Epistle, might be very easily and 
briefly dealt with, were it not for one apparent mistake, which com- 
plicates it. 

In Augustine’s Quest. Evang. ii. 39, we read, “secundum sen- 
tentiam hanc etiam illud est quod dictum est a Joanne in epistola 
ad Parthos;” and then follows 1 John iii. 2. This appears to be the 
only place in Augustine’s writings where he thus characterizes it. The 
“ad Parthos” has found its way into some of the Benedictine editions 
in the title of the Tractates on the Epistle: but it seems not to have 
been originally there. It has been repeated by some of the Latin 
fathers, e. g. by Vigilius Tapsensis (or Idacius Clarus ?) in the 5th 
century in his treatise against Varimadus the Arian*: by Cassiodorus * : 
by Bede, who in a prologue to the seven catholic Fpistles*, says, 

2 Magna Bibl. Patrum, Paris 1644, vol. iv. p. 266. 


3 De institut. divin. Script. c. 14. 
4 In Cave, Script. eccles. histor. liter. pp. 179, 296. 
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“multi seriptorum ecclesiasticorum, in quibus est Athanasius, Alexan- 
drinw ecclesie presul, primam ejus (Joannis) epistolam scriptam ad 
Parthos esse testantur.” These two latter notices involve the matter 
in more obscurity still. For Cassiodorus thus designates not only the 
first, but also the second and third Epistles; and, seeing that no Greek 
writer ever seems to give this title, it is hardly conceivable that the 
statement of Bede regarding Athanasius can be correct. Diister- 
dieck suspects, and apparently with reason, that the prologue cannot 
be from Bede’s own hand, seeing that he so uniformly keeps to 
Augustine. 

2. Some, but very few writers, have assumed as a fact that the Epistle 
was really written to the Parthians. Paulus and Baur made use of it 
to impugn the apostolicity of the Epistle. Grotius, who was followed 
by Hammond, and partially by Michaelis and Baumgarten-Crusius, 
gives a curious reason, in connexion with this idea, for the omission of 
all address and personal notices: “ vocata olim fuit epistola ad Parthos, 
i.e. ad Judwos Christum professos, qui non sub Romanorum, sed sub 
Parthorum vivebant imperio in locis trans Euphratem, ubi ingens erat 
Judexorum multitudo, ut Nearde, Nisibi et aliis in locis.—Et hane cau- 
sam puto cur hee epistola neque in fronte nomen titulumque Apostoli, 
neque in fine salutationes apostolici moris .contineat, quia nimirum in 
terras hostiles Romanis hee epistola per mercatores Ephesios mitte- 
batur, multumque nocere Christianis poterat, si deprehensum fuisset 
hoe, quanquam innocens, litterarum commercium.” This is absurd 
enough, especially as the Epistle is evidently not addressed to Jews at 
all as such, but mainly to Gentile readers: see below, par. 5. And ec- 
clesiastical tradition knows of no mission of St. John to the Parthians, 
St. Thomas being supposed to have carried the Gospel to them. 

3. This being so, it would appear, as hinted before, that the supposed 
address “ad Parthos*’ rests upon some mistake. But if so, on what 
mistake? A conjecture is quoted from Serrarius that in the original 
text of Augustine it stood “ad Pathmios:’” another from Semler, that 
“adapertius”’ is the reading, Augustine wishing to contrast St. John’s 
writings with those of St. Paul, as the plainer and more explicit of the 
two*. A more probable conjecture has been, that the word rapOévoe 
has some concern in the mistake: not however in the manner supposed 
by Whiston °, that the original address was mpd¢ wap BEvovg, i. e. to “ young 
Christians yet uncorrupted both as to fleshly and spiritual fornication.” 


5 Other conjectures have derived it from ‘ ad sparsos,—‘ad pantas? “Ad 
Spartos” is asserted by Scholz (biblische-kritische Reise, p. 67) to be found in many 
Latin mss, but Liicke doubts this. 

* Comm. on the 3 catholic Epp. of St. John, Lond. 1719, p. 6: cited by Liicke and 
Diisterdieck. 
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Hug supposes that the zpdc¢ wdp8ove came from a superscription of the 
second Epistle, found in the cursive mss 89 (Cent. xi.) and 80 (Cent. 
xii.) of Griesbach, and alluded to by Clem. Alex., in a fragment of his 
Adumbrations on 2 John, ed. Potter, p. 1011, “secunda Joannis epis- 
tola, que ad virgines scripta, simplicissima est.’”” And this is very pos- 
sible. Another supposition is that of Gieseler, Kirchengeschichte, i. p. 
139, that it has arisen out of the circumstance of the name zapOévo¢ 
being given to the Apostle himself. This name certainly occurs in a 
superscription of the Apocalypse cited by Liicke from ms 30 of Gries- 
bach (Cent. xii.) rov dyiov évdobordrov dmroord\ov Kal evayyedtorod 
mwap0évov yyatnpévov éxcornOiov “Iwdvvov Oeodcyov. Liicke gives various 
other notices, from which it appears that this character was attributed 
to St. John’. é 

4. At all events we may fairly assume, that the Epistle was not 
written to the Parthians. Nor is there more probability in the notion 
of Benson that it was addressed to the Jewish Christians in Judea and 
Galilee, who had seen the Lord in the flesh: nor in that of Lightfoot, 
who sends it to the church at Corinth, supposing the Gaius to whom the 
third Epistle is addressed, identical with him of Acts xix. 29; 1 Cor. i. 
14, and the éypawa of 3 John 9 to refer to this first Epistle. 

5. Setting aside these, and falling back on the general opinion, we 
believe the Epistle to have been written not to any one church, but to 
a cycle of churches, mainly consisting of Gentile converts.. This last 
seems shewn by the warning of ch. v. 21, combined with the circum- 
stance that so little reference is made to O. T. sayings or history. 

6. It evidently also appears, that the Apostle is the spiritual teacher 
of those to whom he is writing. He knows their circumstances and 
various advances in the faith: the whole tone is that of their father in 
the faith. Such a relation, following as we surely must the traces fur- 
nished by ancient tradition, can only be found in the case of St. John, 
by believing the readers to have been members of the churches at and 
round Ephesus, where he lived and taught. 

7. The character of the Hpistle is too general to admit a comparison 
between it and the Ephesian Epistle in the Apocalypse, which some 
have endeavoured to institute. Our Epistle contains absolutely no 
materials on which such a comparison can proceed. 


7 See the (Ps.?) Ignatius, ad Philad. c. 4: Tertullian de monogam. ec. 17: Clem. 
Alex. Orat. de Maria virgine, p. 380. 
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SECTION III. 


ITS RELATION TO THE GOSPEL OF ST. JOHN. 


1. As introductory to this enquiry, it will be well to give an account 
of opinions respecting the epistolary form of this canonical book. 

2. This was always taken for granted, seeing that definite readers and 
their circumstances are continually present, and that the second person 
plural is constantly used *,—until Michaelis® maintained that it is rather 
a treatise, or a book, than a letter; and only so far a letter, as any 
treatise may be addressed to certain readers, e.g. the Acts to Theo- 
philus. Accordingly, he holds this to be a second part of the Gospel. 

3. As Liicke remarks, it is of great importance whether we consider 
the writing as an Epistle or not. Our decision on this point affects 
both our estimate of it, and our exposition. Surely, however, the ques- 
tion is not difficult to decide. We may fairly reply to the hypothesis 
which supposes the Epistle to be a second part of the Gospel, that the 
Gospel is complete in itself and requires no such supplement; see John 
xx. 80, 31, where the practical object also of the Gospel is too plainly 
asserted, for us to suppose this to be its practical sequel. 

4. To view it again as a preface and introduction to the Gospel, as 
Hug, seems not to be borne out by the spirit of either writing. The 
Gospel requires no such introduction: the Epistle furnishes none such. 
They do not in a word stand in any external relation to one another, 
such as is imagined by every one of these hypotheses. 

5. Hug fancied he found a trace of the Epistle having once been 
attached to the Gospel, in the Latin version attached to the Codex 
Bez. There, on the back of the leaf on which the Acts of the Apostles 
begin, the copyist has written the last column of 3 John, with this sub- 
scription: “ Epistule Johanis iii. explicit incipit. Actus Apostolorum.” 
But first, this proves too much, seeing that all three Epistles of St. John 
are included, and surely Hug does not suppose the second and third 
Epistles to have been also sequels to the Gospel: and secondly, this very 
circumstance, the inclusion of all three Epistles, shews the reason of the 
arrangement, viz. to place together the writings of the same Apostle. 

6. The writing then is to be regarded as an Epistle, as it usually has 
been: and no closer external relation to the Gospel must be sought for. 

But, this being premised, a very interesting question follows. The 
two writings are internally related, in a remarkable manner. Do the 
phenomena of this relation point out the Gospel, or the Epistle, as 
having been first written ? : 


® Cf. ch. ii. 1, 7, 18, 14, 18, 28; iii, 18, 21; iv. 1, 7, 11, &e. 
® Introd. to N. T., Marsh’s transl., vol. iv. p. 400. 
168] 


§iv.] . TIME AND PLACE OF WRITING. [rrozzcomena. 


7. And to this question there can I think be but one answer. The 
Epistle again and again assumes, on the part of its readers, an acquaint- 
ance with the facts of the Gospel narrative. Liicke well remarks, that 
“as a rule, the shorter, more concentrated expression of one and the 
same writer, especially when ideas peculiar to him are concerned, is the 
later, while the more explicit one, which first unfolds and puts in shape 
the idea, is the earlier one.” And he finds examples of this in the 
abbreviated formule of ch. i. 1, 2, as compared with John i. 1 ff.; iv. 2, 
compared with John i. 14. 

8. Other considerations connected with this part of our subject will 
be found treated in the next section. 


SECTION IV. 
TIME AND PLACE OF WRITING. 


1. On both of these, opinions have been much divided: no sure 
indications being furnished by the Epistle itself. If however we have 
been right in assigning to it a date subsequent to that of the Gospel, 
we shall bring that date, by what has been said in the Prolegomena to 
Vol. I. ch. v. § iv. (where fifteen years, a.p. 70—85, are shewn to have 
marked the probable limits of the time of the writing of the Gospel), 
within a time not earlier than perhaps about the middle of the eighth 
decade of the first century: and extending as late as the traditional age 
of the Apostle himself. 

2. Some have imagined that the Epistle betrays marks of the extreme 
old age of the writer. But such inferences are very fallacious. Cer- 
tainly the repeated use of rexvia, more frequently than any other term 
of endearing address, seems to point to an aged writer: but even this 
is insecure. 

8. Again it has been fancied that the éoyarn dpa éoriy of ch. ii. 18, 
furnishes a note of time; and must be understood of the approaching 
destruction of Jerusalem. But as Liicke replies, this expression is used 
simply in reference to the appearance of antichristian teachers, and the 
apprehension thence arising that the coming of the Lord was at hand. 
So that we have no more right to infer a note of time from it, than from 
similar expressions in St. Paul, e.g. 1 Tim. iv. 1; 2 Tim. ii. 1. 

4. As to the place of writing, we are just as much in uncertainty. 
The Gospel (Vol. I. Prolegg. ch. v. § iv.) is said by Irenzeus to have been 
written at Ephesus. And ancient tradition, if at least represented by 
the subscriptions toe the Epistle, seems to have placed the writing of the 
Epistle there also. Further, it is impossible to say. 
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SECTION V. 
CONTENTS AND ARRANGEMENT. 


1. This Epistle, from its aphoristic and apparently tautological 
character, is exceedingly difficult to arrange as a continuous contextual 
whole. Some indeed from this have been induced to believe that there 
is no such contextual connexion in the Epistle. So Calvin’, Episco- 
pius?, and others. And this seems, up to the beginning of the last 
century, to have been the prevailing view. About that time, Sebastian 
Schmid, in his commentary on the Epistle, maintained, but only tenta- 
tively and timidly, that there is a logical and contextual arrangement. 
The same side was taken up with more decision by Oporinus of 
Gottingen, in a treatise entitled “ De constanter tenenda communione 
cum Patre et Filio ejus Jesu Christo, i,e. Joannis Ep. i. nodis inter- 
pretum liberata et luci vere innectz sue restituta, Goett. 1741.” 

2. But the principal advocate of this view in the last century was 
Bengel. In his note in the Gnomon* on the famous passage, ch. v. 7, 
he gives his contextual system of the Epistle, as cited below*. It will 


1 “Doctrinam exhortationibus mistam continet. Disserit enim de eterna Christi 
deitate, simul de incomparabili quam mundo patefactus secum attulit gratia, tum de 
omnibus in genere beneficiis ac presertim inestimabilem divine adoptionis gratiam 
commendat atque extollit. Inde sumit exhortandi materiem, et nunc quidem in genere 
pie et sancte vivendum admonet, nunc de caritate nominatim precipit. Verum nihil 
horum continua serie facit. Nam sparsim docendo et exhortando varius est, preesertim 
vero multus est in urgenda caritate. Alia quoque breviter attingit, ut de cavendis im- 
postoribus, et similia.” Argum. Epist, 1 Joh. vol. vii. p. 107. 

2 «Modus tractandi arbitrarius est, neque ad artis regulas adstrictus . .. sine rhe- 
torico artificio aut logica accurata methodo institutus.” Lectiones sacree in Ep. Joh, 
Amst. 1665, ii. p. 173. 

3 Vol. ii. p. 568, ed. Steudel. Tiibingen and London 1850. 

4 « Partes sunt tres: 

Exorpivm, ¢. i. 1—4, 
TRACTATTO, c. 1. 5—yv. 12. 
ConcLvusto, ec. v. 183 —21. 

“In EXORDIO apostolus ab apparitione verbi vite constituit auctoritatem pradi- 
cationi et scriptioni sux, et scopum (iva, ut, ver. 3) exserte indicat: exordio respondet 
CONCLUSIO, eundem scopum amplius explanans, instituta gnorismatum illorum re- 
capitulans per triplex novimus, c. vy. 18, 19, 20. 

«TRaAcTATIO habet duas partes, agens 

J. speciatim 

a) de communione cum Dzo0 in luce, ¢. i. 5—10. 

8) de communione cum Frxr0 in luee, ¢. ii. 1 f. 7 f., subjuncta applicatione pro- 
pria ad patres, juvenes, puerulos, vv. 13—27. Innectitur hic adhortatio ad 
manendwm in eo, ¢. li. 23—iii. 24, ut fructus ex manifestatione ejus in carne 
se porrigat ad manifestationem gloriosam. 
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be observed that this arrangement is made in the interest of the dis- 
puted verse, and tends to give it an important place in the context of 
the Epistle. It is moreover highly artificial, and the Trinitarian 
character, which is made to predominate, is certainly far from the 
obvious key to the real arrangement, as given us by the Epistle 
itself *. 

3. Nearer to our own time, differing arrangements of the Epistle 
have been proposed, by Liicke, De Wette, and Diisterdieck. I shall 
take these three in order. 

4. Liicke professes to have gained much, in drawing up his arrange- 
ment, from the previous labours of Knapp ° and Rickli’. He holds the 
proper theme of the Epistle, the object, ground, and binding together of 
all its doctrinal and practical sayings, to be this proposition: “ As the 
ground and root of all Christian fellowship is, the fellowship which each 
individual has with the Father and the Son in faith and in love, so this 
latter necessarily unfolds and exhibits itself in that former, viz. in the 
fellowship with the brethren.’”’ Having laid this down, he divides the 
Epistle into many sections, all unfolding in various ways. this central 
truth. Thus, e.g., ch. i. 5—ii. 2, speaks of fellowship with God through 
Jesus Christ. God is light: fellowship with Him is walking in light: 
all pretence to it without such walking, is falsehood. And striving 
after such purity is the condition under which only Christian fellowship 
subsists, and under which the blood of Christ cleanses from sin. For 
even the Christian state is a striving, and not free from sin, but pro- 
ceeding ever in more detection and confession of it: which leads not to 
a compromise with sin, but to its entire annihilation. 

5. This may serve for a specimen of Liicke’s setting forth of the con- 
nexion of the Epistle: in which, as Diisterdieck observes, he does not 
attempt to grasp the master thoughts which account for the develop- 
ment, but merely follows it step by step. For this, however, Liicke 
does not deserve the blame which Diisterdieck imputes to him. His is 
obviously the right way to proceed, though it may not have been 
carried far enough in his hands: far better than the a priori assump- 
tion of a Trinitarian arrangement by Bengel. He has well given the 


y) de corroboratione et fructu mansionis illius per SprrituM, capite iv. toto, ad 
quod aditum parat c. iii. v. 24 conferendus ad ¢. iv. 12. 

“II. Per Symperasma sive Congeriem, de Testimonio Patris et Filii et Spiritus, cui 
fides in Jesum Christum, generatio ex Deo, amor erga Deum et filios ejus, observatio 
preceptorum, et victoria mundi innititur, c. v. 1—12.” 

5 Bengel’s arrangement has been adopted in the main by Sander, in his Commentary 
on the Epistle. 

6 Script. var. argum. p. 177 f. 

7 Johannis erster Brief erklirt und angewendet in Predigten, Luzern 1828. 
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sequence of thought, as it stands: but he has not accounted for t. 
The complete statement of the disposition of the matter of the Epistle 
must tell us not only how the train of thought proceeds, but why it thus 
proceeds. 

6. A nearer approximation to this has been made by. De Wette*. 
His plan may be thus described. The great design of the Epistle is to 
confirm the readers in the Christian life as consisting in purity (love) 
and faith, and to this end to waken and sharpen the moral conscience 
by reminding them of the great moral axioms of the Gospel, by remind- 
ing them also of the inseparableness of morality and faith, to keep them 
from the influence of those false teachers who denied the reality of the 
manifestation of Jesus Christ in the flesh, and to convince them of the 
reality of that manifestation. The Epistle he arranges under 1. An 
introduction, ch. i. 1—4: 2. Three exhortations; a) 1. 5—ii. 28, begins 
with reminding them of the nature of Christian fellowship, as consisting 
in walking in light, in purity from sin and keeping of God’s command- 
ments (i. 5—ii. 11): then proceeds by an earnest address to the 
readers (ii. 12—14), a warning against the love of the world (ii. 
15—17), against false teachers, and an exhortation to keep fast hold of 
Christ (ii. 18—27), and concludes with a promise of confidence in the 
day of judgment. 

£) He again reminds them of the fundamental moral axioms of the 
Gospel. The state of a child of God rests on the conditions of righteous- 
ness and purity from sin: he who commits sin belongs to the devil. 
Especially is the distinction made between those who belong to God 
and those who belong to the devil, by Love and Hate: and therefore 
must we ever love in deed and in truth (ii. 29— iii. 18). The Apostle 
adds a promise of confidence towards God and answer to prayer, and 
exhorts them to add to love, faith in the Son of God (iii. 19—24): 
which leads him to a second express warning against the false teachers 
(iv. 1—6). 

y) In this third Exhortation, the Apostle sets out with the simple 
principle of Love, which, constituting the essence of God Himself, and 
being revealed in the mission of Christ, is the condition of all adoption 
into God’s family and all confidence towards God (iv. 7—21). But a 
co-ordinate condition is faith in the Son of God, as including in itself 
Love, and the keeping of God’s commandments, and the strength 
requisite thereto. And the voucher for this faith is found in the 
historical facts and testimonies of baptism, of the death of Christ, and 
of the Holy Spirit, and in eternal life which He gives (v. L—13). At 


8 Handbuch, vol. i. ed. Bruckner, Leipz. 1846. The Gospel and Epistles of St. John 
_ are treated together. 
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the conclusion of the exhortation, we have the repeated promise of 
confidence towards God and the hearing of prayer, in this case inter- 
cessory prayer for a sinning brother, yet with a limitation, and a 
reminding that strictly speaking, Christians may not sin: ending with 
a warning against idolatry (v. 14—21). 

7. To this division Diisterdieck objects, that the terms exhortation, 
reminding, &c., are of too superficial a kind to suffice for designating 
the various portions of the Epistle, and that De Wette is in error 
in supposing a new train of thought to be begun in ch. iy. 7—21: 
rather does the leading axiom of ch. ii. 29 proceed through that por- 
tion, and in fact even further than that. 

8. His own division, which has been in the main followed in my 
Commentary, is as follows. Regarding, as the others, ch. i. 1—4 as the 
Introduction, in which the writer lays down the great object of apostolic 
preaching, asserts of himself full apostolicity, and announces the purpose 
of his writing,—he makes two great divisions of the Epistle: the first, 
i, 5—1ii. 28, the: second, ii. 29—vy. 5: on which follows the conclusion, 
vy. 6—21. 

9. Each of these great divisions, is ruled and pervaded by one master 
thought, announced clearly in its outset; which we may call its theme. 
These themes are impressed on the readers both by positive and nega- 
tive unfolding, and by polemical defence against erroneous teachers: 
and, this being done, each principal portion is concluded with a cor- 
responding promise. And both principal portions tend throughout to 
throw light on the great subject of the whole, viz. FrELLowsHIP WITH 
Gop THE Fatuer anp THE Lorp Jesus Curist. 

10. The theme of the jirst portion is given ch. i. 5, “ God is Light, 
and in Him is no darkness.” Consequently, fellowship with Him, on 
which depends our joy in Christ (i. 3, 4), belongs only to him who 
walks in light (i. 6). To walk thus in light as God is light (i. 6 ff, 
ii. 8 ff.), and to flee from darkness, in which there can be no fellowship 
with God (ii. 11 ff.), forms the first subject of the Apostle’s Exhortation. 
To this end, after shewing the relation which this proposition, “ God is 
light,” has to us in regard of our fellowship with God and with one 
another through Jesus Christ (i. 6, 7), he unfolds first positively 
(i. 8—ii. 11) wherein our walking in light consists: viz. in free recog- 
nition and humble confession of our own sinfulness: the knowledge and 
confession of our own darkness being in fact the first breaking in on us 
of the light, in which we must walk: viz. fellowship with God through 
Christ, whose blood is to cleanse us from all our sin. 

11. This our walking in light, whose first steps are the recognition, 
confession, and cleansing of sin, further consists in keeping the com- 
mandments of God, which are all summed up in one great command- 
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ment of Love (ii. 3—11). Hence only we know that we know God 
(ii. 8), that we love Him (ii. 5), that we are and abide in Him (ii. 6), 
in a word that we have fellowship with Him (ef. i. 3, 5 ff.), when we 
keep His commandments, when we walk (ii. 6, cf. i. 6) as “ He,” i. e. 
Christ, walked. 

12. This summing up of all God’s commands in love by thé example 
of Christ as perfect love (John xiii. 84) brings in the negative side of 
the illustration of the proposition “ God is light.” Hate is darkness : 
is separation from God: is fellowship with the world. So begins then 
a polemical designation of and warning against the love of and fellow- 
ship with the world (ii. 15—17), and against those false teachers (ii. 
18—26), who would bring them into this condition: and an exhortation 
to abide in Christ (ii. 12—28). All this is grounded on the present 

_state and progress of the various classes among them in fellowship with 
God in Christ (ii. 12—14, 27). See each of these subdivisions more 
fully specified in the Commentary. 

13. The second great portion of the Epistle (ii. 29—v. 5) opens, as 
the other, with the announcement of its theme: “ God is righteous” 
(ii. 29), and “he who doeth righteousness, is born of Him.” And as 
before, “God is Light” made the condition of fellowship with God to 
be, walking in light as “ He”’ walked in light, so now, “ God is righte- 
ous”’ makes the condition of “sonship”’ on our part to be that we be 
righteous, as “ He,” Christ, was holy. And as before also, so now: it 
must be shewn wherein this righteousness of God’s children consists, in 
contrast to the unrighteousness of the children of the world and of the 
devil. And so we have in this second part also a twofold exhortation, a 
positive and a negative: the middle point of which is the fundamental 
axiom “ God is righteous, and therefore we His children must be righte- 
ous:” and thus it also serves the purpose of the Epistle announced in 
i. 3 f. to confirm the readers in fellowship with the Father and the Son, 
and so to complete their joy: for this fellowship is the state of God’s 
children. 

14, This however, as on the one side it brings in all blessed hope and 
our glorious inheritance (iii. 2, 3), so on the other it induces the moral 
necessity of that righteousness on which our fellowship with the Father 
and the Son, our abiding in Him, rests, grounded on His Love (iii. 8, 9, 
10 ff.: iv. 7 ff. &.). Both sides of the birth from God, that which 
looks forward and that which looks backward, are treated together by 
the Apostle. Because we are born of God, not of the world, because we 
are God’s children, not the devil’s (because we know Him,—because we 
are of the truth,—because His Spirit is in us,—which are merely 
parallel enunciations of the same moral fact), therefore we sin not 
therefore we practise righteousness, as God our Father is just and holy: 
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and thus sanctifying ourselves, thus doing righteousness, thus abiding 
in Him and in His love, as His children, even thus we may comfort our- 
selves in the blessed hope of God’s children to which we are called, even 
thus we overcome the world. 

15. It will be well to examine more in detail the order in which the 
exhortation proceeds in this second portion of the Epistle. 

16. First after the enunciation of the theme in ii. 29, the Apostle 
takes up the forward side of the state of God’s children, that hope which 
is full of promise (iii. 1,2) ; then proceeds to the condition of this hope, 
purifying ourselves even as “He” is pure (iii. 3). This purifying 
consists in fleeing from sin, which is against God’s command (iii. 4), 
and presupposes abiding in Him who has taken away our sins (iii. 5, 
6): the Apostle thus grounding sanctification in its condition, justifica- 
tion. 

17. Having laid down (iii. 7) the positive axiom, “ He that doeth 
righteousness 1s righteous even as‘ He’ is righteous,’ he turns to the 
other and negative side (iii. 8 ff.), contrasting the children of God and 
the children of the devil. And this leads us to an explanation how the 
abiding in the love of God necessarily puts itself forth in the love of the 
brethren (iii. 11—18). Hate is the sure sign of not being from God 
(iii. 10) : love to the brethren a token of being from Him (iii. 18, 19), 
and being of the truth (ib.): and is a ground of confidence towards 
God (iii. 20, 21), and of the certainty of an answer to our prayers 
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18. This confidence towards Him is summed up in one central and 
decisive pledge—the Spirit which He has given us (iii. 24): and thus 
the Apostle is led on to warn us against false spirits which are not of 
God (iv. 1 ff.), and to give us a certain test whereby we may know the 
true from the false. He sets the two in direct opposition (iv. 1—6), 
and designates the false spirit as that of antichrist: making its main 
characteristic the denial of Christ having come in the flesh. This he 
concludes with a formula parallel to that in the first part, iii.10: “ Hereby 
know we the spirit of truth, and the spirit of error.” 

19. After this (iv. 7 ff.) follows a fuller positive description of that 
which is born of God. Its very essence is love: for God is Love: 
Love to God grounded on His previous love to us (iv. 7—21) in send- 
ing His Son: love to one another, resting on the same motive, and 
moreover (v. 1—5) because our brethren, like ourselves, are born of Him. 
And seeing that our love to God and to one another is grounded on God 
having given us His Son, we come to this, that faith in the Son of God 
is the deepest ground and spring of our love in both its aspects: and is 
the true test of being born of God as distinguished from being of the 
world (iv. 1—6), the true condition of life (iv. 9: cf. v. 13, i. 3, 4), of 
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blessed confidence (iv. 14 ff.), of victory over the world (iv. 4, v. 4 f.). 
And thus the Apostle’s exhortation converges gradually to the one point 
against which the lie of antichrist is directed, viz. true faith in the Lord 
Jesus Christ manifested in the flesh (v. 5). On this faith rests the 
righteousness of those who are born of God, as on the other hand the 
antichristian character of the children of the world consists in the denial 
of Christ having come in the flesh. For this faith works by righteous- 
ness and sanctification, as God the Father, and asthe Lord Jesus Christ, 
is righteous and holy : seeing that we, who are born of and abide in the 
love with which God in Christ hath first loved us, keep His command- 
ments, viz. to practise love towards God and towards the brethren. 

20. So that we see on the one side the simple parallelism of both 
parts, suggested by the nature of the subject: and on the other; how 
both parts serve the general purpose of the whole work. The righte- 
ousness of those that are born of God, who is righteous, is simply the 
walking in light as God is light: the keeping God’s commandments 
which all converge into one, the commandment of love. And this love 
has its ground and its source in a right faith in the Son of God mani- 
fested in the flesh. On our fellowship therefore with this our Lord, de- 
pends our fellowship with the Father and with one another (i. 3, 7, 11. 
23, ii. 23, iv. 7 ff.), and consequently our joy (i. 4), our confidence 
(ii. 28), our hope (iil. 8), our life (ii. 15, v. 13; ef. 1. 2), our victory - 
over the world (ii. 15 ff., ii. 7 ff, v. 5). 

21. The Concuuston of the Epistle begins with v. 6. It is in two 
portions, v. 6—12 and v. 13—21. Both of these serve to bring the 
subject of the whole to its full completion, and, so to speak, to set it at 
rest. “ Jesusis the Son of God.’ This is the sum and substance of the 
apostolic testimony and exhortation. In the opening of the Epistle it 
was rested on the testimony of eye and ear witnesses: now, it is rested 
on witness no less secure, viz. on the. religious life and experience of 
the readers themselves. Between these two testimonies comes in the 
Hpistle itself with all its teaching, exhortation, and warning. This last 
testimony that Jesus is the Son of God is threefold: the water of 
baptism, the blood of reconciliation, the Spirit of sanctification (v. 6—8). 
These, in threefold unity, form God’s own witness for His Son (v. 9). 
Only in faith on the Son of God (v. 10) do we receive and possess thig 
witness of God, the true substance of which is eternal life, bestowed on 
us in Christ through water, blood, and the Spirit. So that he that hath 
the Son hath life. 

22, And thus we have reached the true goal of all the Apostle’s ex- 
hortation : the raira éypava (v. 13) answering to the raira yodpouey of 
i,4, And it is this—that our fellowship with the Father, and with one 


another, rests on our fellowship with the Lord Jesus Christ the Son of 
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God; on which also depends our confidence, our hope, our joy, seeing 
that we have eternal life in faith in the Son of God. As in ch. iii. 22, 
so here again, he illustrates this confidence by its exercise with regard 
to the answer of our prayers. And of this he takes occasion to adduce 
one particular example, viz. intercession for a sinning brother; and to 
place it in its true moral light, viz. as then availing when the sin in 
question has not excluded him totally from the family of life and from 
holy fellowship with God. Then follow a few solemn sentences, gather. 
ing up the whole instruction of the Epistle: the living contrast between 
the sinner and the child of God: between the family of God and the 
world : the consciousness on the part of God’s children of their stand- 
ing and dignity in Christ, the true God and life eternal, And he ends 
by summing up in one word all his warnings against falsehood in doc- 
trine and practice, “ Little children, keep yourselves from idols.” 

23. Such is a free rendering of the account given by Diisterdieck of 
his division of the Epistle: which, for the reason stated above, I have 
. Inserted here almost at length. The points wherein I have differed 
from it will be easily recognized in the Commentary. 

24. It has this decided advantage over the others, that it not only 
arranges, but accounts for the arrangement given: and without any 
straining of the material of the Epistle to suit a preconceived view, 
brings to light its inner structure and parallelisms in a way which leaves 
on the mind a view of it as an intelligently constructed and interdepen- 
dent whole. 


SECTION VI. 


LANGUAGE AND STYLE. 


1. The questions of language and style, which in other sections of the 
Prolegomena have required independent treatment, have in this case 
been already discussed by implication under other heads. Still it will 
be well to devote a few paragraphs to the separate consideration of 
these. 

2. The style of the Epistle has been often truly described as apho- 
ristic and repetitive. And in this is shewn the characteristic peculiarity 
of St. John’s mode of thought. The connexion of sentence with 
sentence is slightly, if at all, pointed out. It depends, so to speak, on 
roots struck in at the bottom of the stream, hidden from the casual ob- 
server, to whom the aphorisms appear unconnected, and idly floating on 
the surface. Liicke well describes this style as indicating a contem- 
plative spirit, which is ever given to pass from the particular to the 
general, from differences to the unity which underlies them, from the 
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outer to the inner side of Christian life. Thus the Writer is ever work- 
ing upon certain fundamental themes and axioms, to which he willingly 
returns again and again, sometimes unfolding and applying them, some- 
times repeating and concentrating them: so that we have side by side 
the simplest and clearest, and the most condensed and difficult sayings : 
the reader who seeks merely for edification is attracted by the one, and 
the “scribe learned in the Scriptures” is satisfied, and his understand- 
ing surpassed and deepened by the other. 

8. The logical connexion is not as in the Epistles of St. Paul, in- 
dicated by the whole superficial aspect of the writing, nor does it bear 
onward the thoughts till the conclusion is reached. The logic of St. 
John moves, as Diisterdieck has expressed it, rather in circles than 
straight onward. The same thought is repeated as seen from different 
sides: is transformed into cognate thoughts and thus put into new 
lights, is unfolded into assertion and negation, and the negation again 
closed up by the repeated assertion (ch.i.6f,8 f,i.9f, &.). Thus 
there arise numerous smaller groups of ideas, all, so to speak, revolving 
round some central point, all regarding some principal theme; all 
serving it, and circumscribed by the same bounding line. Thus the 
Writer is ever close to his main subject, and is able to be ever reiterating 
it without any unnatural forcing of his context: the train of thought is 
ever reverting back to its central point. 

4. Now if we regard the actual process of the Epistle with reference 
to these characteristics, we find that there is one great main idea or 
theme, which binds together the whole and gives character to its con- 
tents and aim; viz. that fellowship with God the Father and our Lord 
Jesus Christ, in which our joy is complete; in other words, that right 
faith in the Son of God manifest in the flesh, in which we overcome the 
world, in which we have confidence in God, and eternal life. 

5. This idea, which pervades the whole Epistle, is set forth in two 
great circles of thought, which have been already described as the two 
portions of the Epistle. These two, both revolving round the one great 
theme, are also, in their inner construction, closely related to each other. 
God is light :—then our fellowship with Him depends on our walking in 
the light: God is righteous :-——then we are only manifested as children 
of God, abiding in His love and in Himself, if we do righteousness. 
But for both—our walking in light, and our doing righteousness, there 
is one common term,— Love: even as God is Love, as Christ walked in 
Love, out of Love became manifest in the flesh, out of Love gave Him- 
self for us. On the other side,—as the darkness of the world, which 
can have no fellowship with God, who is Light, denies the Son of God 
and repudiates Love,—so the unrighteousness of the children of the 
world Bi itself in that hatred which slays brethren, because love 
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to brethren cannot be where the love of God in Christ is unknown and 
eternal Life untasted. 

6. Such a style and character of the Epistle, not bound by strict dialectic 
rules, not hurrying onward to a logical conclusion, but loving to tarry, 
and to repeat, and to limit itself in smaller circles of thought, shews us 
the simple heart of a child, or rather the deep spirit of a man who, in 
the richest significance of the expression, has entered the kingdom of 
heaven as a little child, and, being blessed in it himself, yearns to in- 
troduce his brethren further and further into it, that they may rejoice 
with him. In his Epistle Christian truth, which is not dialectic only 
but essentially moral and living, is made to live and move and feel and 
act. When he speaks of knowledge and faith, it is of a moral existence 
and possession: it is of love, peace, joy, confidence, eternal life. Fel- 
lowship with God and Christ, and fellowship of Christians with one 
another in faith and love, each of these is personal, real; so to speak, 
incarnate and émbodied. 

7. And this is the reason why our Epistle appears on the one hand 
easily intelligible to the simplest reader, if only his heart has any ex- 
perience of the truth of Christ’s salvation,—and on the other hand un- 
fathomable even to the deepest Christian thinker: but at the same time 
equally precious and edifying to both classes of readers. It is the most 
notable example of the foolishness of God putting to shame all the 
_ wisdom of the world. 

8. But as the matter of our Epistle is rich and sublime, so is it fitted, 
by its mildness, and consolatory character, to attract our hearts. Such 
is the power of that holy love, so humble and so gentle, which John had 
learned from Him in whom the Father’s love was manifested. He ad- 
dresses all his readers, young and old, as his little children: he calls 
them to him, and with him to the Lord: he exhorts them ever as his 
brothers, as his beloved, to that love which is from God. The Epistle 
itself is in fact nothing else than an act of this holy love. Hence the 
loving, attracting tone of the language; hence the friendly character 
and winning sound of the whole. For the Love which wrote the Epistle 
is but the echo, out of the heart of a man, and that man an Apostle, of 
that Love of God which is manifested to us in Christ, that it may lead 
us to the everlasting Fount of Love, of joy and of life. 

9. I may conclude this description, so admirably worked out by Diis- 
terdieck, with the very beautiful words of Ewald, which he also cites : 
speaking of the “ unruffled and heavenly repose” which is the spirit of 
the Epistle, he says, “ it appears to be the tone, not so much of a father 
talking with his beloved children, as of a glorified saint, speaking to 
mankind from a higher world. Never in any writing has the doctrine 
of heavenly Love, of a love working in stillness, a love ever unwearied, 
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- never exhausted, so thoroughly proved and approved itself, as in this 
Epistle.” 


SECTION VII. 


OCCASION AND OBJEOT. 


1. The Apostle himself has given us an account of the object of his 
Epistle: ratra ypdgoper bpir, iva i xapa bor h wemANowpevn, ch.i. 4: and 
again at the close, v.13: ravra typaya tpiv iva eténre bre Cun exere 
aiwvwy ot morevovrec cic TO dvopa Tov viov Tov Beov. In almost the same 
words does he sum up the main purpose of his Gospel, John xx. 31. 
He assumes readers who believe on the Son of God: he writes to them 
to certify them of the truth and reality of the things in which they 
believe, and to advance them in the carrying out of their practical con- 
sequences, in order that they may gain from them confidence, peace, joy, 
life eternal. 

2. This, and no polemical aim, is to be assigned as the main object of 
the Epistle. As subservient to this main object, comes in the warning 
against those persons who, by denying that Jesus Christ was come in 
the flesh, imperilled all these blessed consequences, by seducing men 
from the faith on which they rested. 

3. The fact of these false teachers having come forward in the church 
was most probably the occasion which suggested the writing of the 
Epistle. Such seems to be the reference, hinted at in the background 
by the repeated 67 in ch. ii. 12—14. The previous instruction, settle- 
ment, and achievements in the faith of the various classes of his readers, 
furnished him with a reason for writing to each of them: it being un- 
derstood, that some circumstances had arisen, which made such writing 
desirable. And what those circumstances were, is not obscurely pointed 
at in the verses following, ii. 18—25: cf. especially ver. 21. 
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CHAPTER VI. 


2&3 JOHN. 


i 


SECTION I. 
AUTHORSHIP. 


1. Tue question of the authorship of both Epistles is one which will 
require some discussion. On one point however there never has been 
the slightest doubt: viz., that both were written by one and the same 
person. They are, as it has been said, like twin sisters: their style and, 
spirit is the same: their conclusions agree almost word for word. I 
shall therefore treat of them together in all matters which they have in 
common. 

2. Were the two Epistles written by the author of the former and 
larger Epistle? This has been answered in the affirmative by some 
critics who do not believe St. John to have written the first Epistle : 
e.g. by Bretschneider and Paulus. Their arguments for the identity of 
the Writer of the three will serve, for us who believe the apostolicity of 
the former, a different purpose from that which they intended. But the 
usual opinion of those who have any doubts on the Authorship has taken 
a different form. Ascribing the first Epistle to St. John, they have given 
the two smaller ones to another writer; either to the Presbyter John ’®, 
or to some other Christian teacher of this name, otherwise unknown to 
us. Another exception is found to this in the modern critics of the 
Tiibingen school, Baur and Schwegler, whose method of proceeding I 
have briefly noticed in the Prolegomena to the former Epistle (§ i. par. 
29), and need not further characterize. 

_ 8. It will now be my object to enumerate the ancient authorities, and 
to ascertain on which side they preponderate; whether for, or against, 
the authorship by the Apostle John. 

Ireneus, adv. Her. i. 16.3, says: “Iwavyne ce 6 rov kupiov pabnric émé- 
reve THY KaTadleny avroy, pnoe xaipey abroic bp’ Huo héeyecDar Bovdn- 
Oeict 6 yap Néywr adroic, pnal, xaipey, Kowwrei x.7.X. (2 John 10, 11.) 

And in iii. 16. 8: “ Ht discipulus ejus Joannes in predicta epistola 
fugere eos precepit dicens Multi seductores,” &c. 

It is true that in the case of this latter citation Ireneus has fallen 
into the mistake of supposing it to be taken from the first Epistle: but 
this very circumstance shews him to have had no suspicion that the two 
were written by different persons. 


9 So Erasmus, Grotius, Dodwell, Harenberg, Beck. 
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4. Clement of Alexandria, in a passage already cited above (ch. v. § i. 
par. 5), cites the first Epistle thus, Iwavrne év ry petfore émcatody . « 
thereby shewing that he knew of more Epistles by that Apostle. 

And again in the fragments of the Adumbrations, ed. Potter, p. 1011, 
he says, “Secunda Joannis Hpistola, que ad virgines scripta est, sim- 
oa est: scripta vero est ad quandam Babyloniam Electam no- 
mine.’ 

5. Dionysius of Alexandria, in a passage (Eus. H. E. vii. 25) quoted 
at length below in the Prolegg. to the Apocalypse (§ i. par. 48), noting . 
that John never names himself in his writings, says, aA’ obdé ev rH 
devtépg pepopevn "Iwavvov Kal rpirn, Kairot Gpaxeiatc ovoae émiaroAaic, O 
"Iwdavene éGvopaott mpoxerrat, GANA avwrvipwo 6 TpEoPiTEpoe yéypamrat. 
Whence it appears that Dionysius found no offence in the appellation 
6 mpeoBurepoc, but rather a trace of St. John’s manner not to name him- 
self. No argument can be raised on the expression gepopévy “Iwavrov, 
that Dionysius doubted the genuineness of the two Epistles. Eusebius 
calls the first Epistle 7» depopérvny "Iwavvouv mporépay. All we can say 
of the expression is, that it gives the general sense of tradition. 

Alexander of Alexandria cites 2 John 10, 11 with we waphyyerer 6 
plaxdptoc "Iwavync. (Socrates, H. E.i. 6.) And the subsequent Alexan- 
drian writers shew no doubt on the subject. 

Cyprian, de her. baptiz., in relating the opinions of the various bishops 
in the council at Carthage, has: “ Aurelius a Chullabi dixit; Joannes 
Apostolus in epistola sua posuit dicens, Si quis ad vos venit,’ &c. 
2 John 10. 

He does not in his own writings cite either Epistle, nor does Tertul- 
lian. But the above testimony shews that they were received as apos- 
tolic and canonical in the North African church. 

6. The Muratorian fragment on the canon speaks enigmatically, 
owing partly to some words in the sentence being corrupt: “ Epistola 
sane jude et superscriptio johannis duas in catholica habentur et sapi- 
entia ab amicis salomonis in honorem ipsius scripta.”’ 

Liicke, Huther, al., find here a testimony for the Epistles: Diister- 
dieck on the contrary understands the sentence (reading superscrip¢z 
and wt sapientia) as meaning that they were not written by John, just 
as the Wisdom was not written by Solomon. 

Most probably the Peschito did not contain either Epistle. Cosmas 
Indicopleustes (Cent. vi.) says that in his time the Syrian church 
acknowledged but three catholic Epistles, 1 Peter, 1 John, and James. 
Still, Ephrem Syrus quotes the second Epistle, as also 2 Peter (see 
Prolegg. to 2 Pet. § iv. 13) and Jude: possessing them probably, as he 
did not understand Greek, in another Syriac version. 

7. Husebius, H. E. iii. 25, reckons both Epistles among the anti- 
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legomena: saying, rov & avrideyopévwy . . . t dvopalopévn Sevréoa kat 
set ‘Twdvvov, eire rod evayyedorod rvyxdvovat, ire Kal éErépov Suwrbpou 
EKELV®). u 

Still, Eusebius’s own opinion may be gathered from his Demonstratio 
Evangelica, iii. 5, where he says of St. John, év per rate émicroXaic abrov 
ovde prvipny tijc oikelag mpocnyopiac moreirat, 3) mpeaurepov savrov dyo- 
paler, ovdapod dé amdarodoy ovde evayyehtorhy. Whence it would appear 
that he received the two smaller Epistles as genuine. 

8. Origen mentions them with a similar expression of doubt (Eus. 
H. E. vi. 25): caradédorre Clwdyvyc) 6€ kat émiorodjv mdvy ddéywr 
atixwry’ tow O€ Kai devrépay Kal roirny’ érel ob rdyreEc pact yrnaiovg eivac 
ravrac’ wiv ok siol orixwy auddrepat Exardy. 

9. Theodore of Mopsuestia, if we are thus to interpret Leontius of 
Byzantium (see above, ch. iii. § iv. 11), rejected these in common with 
the other catholic Epistles. 

10. Theodoret makes no mention of them. 

11. Ina Homily on Matt. xxi. 23 ascribed to Chrysostom, but written 
probably by some Antiochene contemporary of his, we read ry devrépay 
kat roirny oi marépec atoxavoviLovrat. 

12. Jerome (vir. illustr. c. 9) says, “ Scripsit Joannes et unam epis- 
tolam, que ab universis ecclesiasticis et eruditis viris probatur: relique 
autem dug, quarum principium ‘Senior,’ Joannis presbyteri asseruntur, 
_ cujus et hodie alterum sepulcrum apud Ephesios ostenditur.” 

13. In the middle ages there seems to have been no doubt on the 
authenticity of the Epistles, till Erasmus revived the idea of their being 
the work of John the Presbyter. This view, grounded on the fact that 
the Writer names himself mpeoBurepos, has been often maintained since : 
e.g. by Grotius, Beck, Fritzsche, al. 

14. If we take into strict account the import of this appellation, it 
will appear, as Liicke, Huther, and Diisterdieck have maintained, to 
make rather for than against the authorship by St. John. For in the 
first place, assuming, which is very doubtful, the existence of such a 
person as John the Presbyter, this name could only have been given 
him by those who wished to distinguish him from the Apostle, and 
would never have been assumed by himself as a personal one, seeing 
that he bore it in common with many others his co-presbyters. 

15. Again, such an appellation is not without example as used of 
Apostles, and might bear two possible senses, either of which would 
here be preferable to the one just impugned. In the very fragment of 
Papias (Eus. H. E. iii. 39) from which the existence of the presbyter 
John is inferred, he several times uses the term zpecBvrepoc of Apostles 
and apostolic men as a class. He tells dca mapa rév mpeo[suréowy 
Zuadov: he says that if he met with any one who had conversed with 
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roig mpeafurépore, he enquired about rove rev rpeofurépwy Aoyouc. Here 
it is certain that mpecGu’repoc must not be taken officially, but of priority 
in time and dignity: it bears that meaning from which its official sense 
was derived, not that official sense itself’. 

16. And this leads us to the other meaning, that of the old age of 
the Writer?. St. Paul in Philem. 9, calls himself HatAo¢ 6 xpeoSorne in 
this sense: and mpecfirepoc is but another form of the same word, 
though a form carrying a different possible meaning. 

17. It is impossible to decide for which of these reasons the Apostle 
might choose thus to designate himself, or whether any other existed of 
which we are not aware. But we may safely say that inasmuch as St. 
Peter (1 Pet. v. 1), writing to the rpeoBurepn, calls himself their 
cuprpeaBurepoc, there was no reason why St. John might not thus have 
designated himself. And we may hence lay down that the occurrence 
of such a word, as pointing out the Writer of these Epistles, is no reason 
against their having been written by that Apostle. 

18. On the whole then we infer, from the testimony of the ancient 
Fathers, and from the absence of sufficient reason for understanding 
the title rpeoBvrepvc of any other person than the Apostle himself, that 
these two smaller Epistles were written by St. John the Apostle and 
Evangelist. 

SECTION II. 


FOR WHAT READERS WRITTEN. 


1. The third Epistle leaves no doubt on this question. It is ad- 
dressed to one T'dioc (Caius). Whether this Caius is identical with 
Gaius of Macedonia (Acts xix. 29), with Gaius of Corinth (1 Cor. i. 14; 
Rom. xvi. 28), or with Gaius of Derbe (Acts xx. 4), it is impossible to 
say. The name was one of the commonest: and it is possible, as Liicke 
remarks, that the persons of St. John’s period of apostolic work in 
Asia may have been altogether different from those of St. Paul’s period. 
A Caius is mentioned in the Apostolic Constitutions, vii. 40, as bishop 
of Pergamus: and Mill and Whiston believe this person to be addressed 
in our Epistle. 

2. It is not so plain to whom the second Epistle was written. The 

1 Cognate to this sense is that taken by Lyra: “qui tune regebant ecclesias senes 
vel seniores dicebantur ratione discretionis vel maturitatis in moribus: inter rectores 
vero ecclesiarum qui tune erant in Asia, Joannes erat principalior :” by Bartholomzeus 
Petrus, understanding that John designates himself as Bishop, and Primate of Asia: 
by Corn.-a-lapide, taking the word as equivalent to Senior, Seigneur, Signore : by Beza, 
Whitby, Mill, Bertholdt, Baumgarten-Crusius, Liicke, Huther, &e. 

2 This is taken by Piscator, Erasm.-Schmid, Hermann, G. C. Lange, Wolf, Rosen- 


miiller, Benson, Carpzov, Augusti, al. Some of the above, and Aretius and Guericke, 
unite the two. 
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address is éxAexry kupig Kat roic réxvore adrijce: Ta tékva cov are men- 
tioned in ver. 4: xvpia in the vocative occurs ver. 5: ra récva Tie ddEed= 
- $ii¢ cou rij¢ ékexrij¢ are mentioned as sending greeting, ver. 13. 

3. On these data the following doubts arise. Is it an individual lady 
who is addressed? And if so, which of the two words is-a proper name, 
éxAexrq or kypiaP Or is it a church, thus called figuratively? And if 
so, is it some particular body of Christians, or the Church universal ? 

4. These questions were variously answered even in ancient times. 
The Scholiast (ii.) says, i mpd¢ éxxAnoiay 3) mode Twa yuvatca bea Tov 
evayyeXu@y évroh@y Ty éauriic oikiay oikovopovcay mvevparikoc. We 
have also in @cumenius and Theophylact, as a comment on the last 
verse of the Epistle, Goddovral ruvec dua ror PeBatody de ob mode yuvaica 
i Excarody ary, GAG mpde ExkAnoliar® wepl ov ovder TH Bovdopérw devey- 
Gein. The individual hypothesis was held in its various forms by 
Lyra, Cappellus, Wetstein, Grotius, Middleton (taking ’Exexrf for the 
proper name), Benson, Heumann, Bengel, G. C. Lange, C. F. Fritzsche, 
Carpzov, Jachmann, Paulus, De Wette, Liicke, al. (taking Kupia as 
the proper name*), by Luther, Piscator, Beza, Aretius, Heidegger, 
Bart.-Petrus, Corn.-a-lap., Joachim Lange, Wolf, Baumg.-Crusius, 
Sander, al. (taking neither word as a proper name,—“to the elect 
woman, a lady”): Corn.-a-lap. giving a tradition that she was named 
Drusia or Drusiana: Carpzov, a conjecture that she was Martha the 
sister of Lazarus and Mary. Another conjecture has been, that she 
was Mary, the mother of our Lord *. 

5. On the other hand, the ecclesiastical hypothesis has been held by 
Jerome, Ep. 123 ad Ageruchiam, taking the words as meaning the 
whole Christian church :—so also apparently Clem.-Alex., as cited above, 
ch. v. § i. par. 5. The Scholiast i. in Matthi says, éxexrijy kupiay Aéyee 
Thy év reve Tomy exkhyolay, We THY TOV Kupiov diWacKaNiay AKpLPH puddr- 
rovoay. And so Cassiodorus, Calov., Hammond, Michaelis, Hofmann ’, 
Mayer, Huther, al. Some have carried conjecture so far as to designate 
the particular church: e. g., Serrarius, supposing the Caius of the third 
Epistle to have belonged to this church, and that it consequently was at 
Corinth: Whiston, arguing for Philadelphia: Whitby, for Jerusalem, 
as being xvpia, the mother of all churches: Augusti, for the same, as 
being «vpéa, founded by our Lord Himself. 

6. In now proceeding to examine these various opinions, we will first 
dispose of a grammatical point. It has been insisted by Huther and 
others, that were Kvpia a proper name, St. John would have written 


3 So too Athanasius apparently, ypdpe kupig kai roig TéKvorc adrije. 
4 Kraner, in the Stud. u. Krit. for 1833, part 2, pp. 452 ff. 

5 Schriftbeweis, i. 301. 
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not ékdexry kupla, but Kupig rH éxexrq, as Taty rg ayaryrg, 3 John 1. 
But this argument seems to me not to hold: and that principally on 
account of the peculiar nature of the name. Kupéa, like Kuptog, often 
in the LXX and N. T., is really an anarthrous appellation, abbreviated 
from # cupola, as that from 6 xképwe. This being so, it follows, even when 
used as a proper name, the rules of anarthrous nouns in general. Thus 
we have 1 Cor. x. 21, rorfpwov kuplov, tparélng kupiov, whereas in 1 Cor. 
xi. 27, we have ré rorfowoy rod Kupiov, rod aiparo¢g rov kvpiov: ef. also ib. 
xvi. 19; 2 Cor. iii. 18 bis, and the expression kipiog tavrocpdrwp, 2 Cor. 
vi. 18, whereas when 6 Oed¢ follows it is Kipuog 6 Bede 6 TavTOKpaTwp, 
Rey. iv. 8, xv. 3al. So that no argument can be fairly founded on 
this. If cvpéa was a proper name, it still retained in the mind of the 
Writer its power as an anarthrous substantive, and caused the adjective 
following to drop its distinctive article. 

7. In weighing the probability of either hypothesis, the following 
considerations are of importance. It would seem, as I have remarked 
in my note in loc., as if the salutation in ver. 13 rather favoured the idea 
of a church being addressed, because we have no mention there of the 
elect sister herself, but only of her children. But then we must set 
against this the fact, that in the process of the Hpistle itself, the cupéa 
herself does distinctly appear and is personally addressed. It would 
be, to say the least, strange, to address the whole church in the one 
case, and not to send greeting from the whole church in the other. 

8. Again, would it have been likely that the salutation should have 
run dordlerai ce ra réxva rig adeAgic gou, if the xvpia had been a mere 
abstraction P Does not this personal address, as well as that in ver. 5, 
kal viv épwre oe, Kvpia, imply personal reality of existence P 

9. Let us, again, compare the address of this Epistle with that of the 
third, confessedly by the same Writer. The one runs 6 zpeoBirepoc 
[Laty rp ayarnre | by tym ayanwG év ddyOeig. The other, 6 xpeaBirepoc 
LéxAexrH Kupig Kat roic rékvotg adrijc] ode eyo ayare év adnOeig. Can 
any one persuade us that the well-known simplicity of St. John’s 
character and style would allow him thus to write these two addresses, 
word for word the same, and not to have in the words enclosed in 
brackets a like reference to existing persons in both cases ? 

10. Besides, as Liicke has well observed, we are not justified in thus 
attributing to St. John a mystic and unaccountable mode of expression, 
not found in any other writer of the apostolic age, nor indeed even in 
the apocryphal writings which followed it. 

11. St. Peter’s expression, ) gy BaGuddve ouvexdexrh, 1 Pet. v. 18, 
even if understood of a church, which I have questioned in my 
note in loc., would not justify a like interpretation of xupia here: 


though in the use of éxAexrf the passages are closely connected. If 
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a person be addressed here, it is highly probable that we must under- 
stand a person there also: if a church be conceded to be addressed 
there, we have still the strange and unaccountable xvpia to deal with 
here ®. 

12. On all these grounds I believe that an individual and not a 
church is addressed. And if so, first, is either of the words écXexrf or 
kupia a proper name? We may safely answer this in the affirmative, 
on account of the anarthrousness of xvpig and éxdexrq in ver. 1, which I 
submit could only be occasioned by one or other of the words being a 
proper name. 

13. Then if so, which of the two words is the proper name? Here 
again there can be little doubt, if we compare é«Aexr) kupia with rife 
adedpiic cov rijcg ékXexrijc. Both sisters were éc\exrai: but both had not 
the same name. Hence it would appear, unless we are to understand 
tie éxdexrfj¢ in ver. 13 to be a mere play on the name of the person 
addressed, that écAexr# is not the name, but an epithet. And if so, 
then Kvpia is the name. The name is elsewhere found: so in Gruter, 
inscriptt. p. 1127, No. xi., gévimmoc kai 4 yur) airod kvpia: and in other 
- examples given by Liicke, p. 351, note 2. 

14. This Kyria then appears to have been a Christian matron gene- 
rally known and beloved among the brethren, having children, some of 
whom the Apostle had found (at a previous visit to her?) walking in 
the truth. She had a sister, also a Christian matron, whose children 

seem to have been with the Apostle when he wrote this Epistle. 

15. In the third Epistle, mention is made of Demetrius with praise, 
and of Diotrephes with blame, as a turbulent person, and a withstander 
of the Apostle’s authority. But it is quite in vain to enquire further 
into the facts connected with these names. We know nothing of them, 
and conjectures are idle. 

16. Of the occasion and object of these Epistles, it is hardly needful 
to remark. Both are too plainly declared in the letters themselves, to 
require further elucidation. 


SECTION III. 
TIME AND PLACE OF WRITING. 


1. It is impossible to lay down either of these with any degree of 
certainty. From the similarity in style of both Hpistles, it is probable 


6 Jt appears certain that Clem.-Alex. must have confused the two passages in his 
memory, when he stated (see above, § i. par. 4) that this Epistle was written “ad 
quandam Babyloniam Electam nomime.” 
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that the times of writing were not far apart. The journeys mentioned 
in 2 John 12 and 3 John 10, 14, may be one and the same. Eusebius, 
H. E. iii. 25, relates that the Apostle, amé rijg xara Thy vijcov pera THY 
Aopertavov redevriy exavehOwy guyiic « - amet mapakadovpevoc Kal éml Ta 
mAnawxwoa tov E0vdr, Srov pev émtaxdrove Karaothowy, Grou oe ddac 
éxkAnoiag dppdowr, Orov de Khiow Eva yé TLva kAnpwowy TH bro TOU mvEv- 
paroc onpatvopérwy. It may have been in prospect of this journey that 
he threatens Diotrephes in 2 John 10. If so, both Epistles belong to 
a very late period of the Apostle’s life: and are probably subsequent to 
the writing of the Apocalypse. See below in the Prolegomena to that 
book, § ii. par. 7. 

2. With regard to the place of writing, probability points to Ephe- 
sus: especially if we adopt the view suggested by the passage of Euse- 
bius just cited. 


CHAPTER VII. 


JUDE. 


SECTION I. 
ITS AUTHORSHIP. 


1. Tue author of this Epistle calls himself, in ver. 1, "Incod yptorod 
dovdoc, and adedgdg "IaxwPov. The former of these appellations is never 
thus barely used, in an address of an epistle, to designate an Apostle. 
It is true that in Phil. i. 1 we have IHavAo¢ kat Tipddeog doddr0t "Inood 
xerorov: but a designation common to two persons necessarily sinks to 
the rank of the inferior one, In every other case where an Apostle 
names himself doddoc, it is in conjunction with ardcrodoc; see Rom. i. 
1; Tit.i.1; 2 Pet.i. 17. That I see no exception to this in James 
1. 1, is plain to the readers of my Prolegomena to that Epistle. 

2. That an Apostle may have thus designated himself, we of course 
cannot deny; but we deal with analogy and probability in discussing 
evidence of this kind. 

3. The second designation, adedgd¢ "Laxw Gov, still further confirms the 
view that the Writer is not an Apostle. Whoever this Id«w(oc may be, 
it is extremely improbable, that an Apostle of the Lord should have put 
forward in the opening of an Epistle of solemn warning and exhortation, 


7 St. Paul in Philem. 1 calls himself merely S€rp.0s “Incod yprorod ; but obviously 
both the name and the circumstances are widely different. 
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not his exalted commission from Christ himself, but his mere earthly 
relationship to one who was better known than himself. 

4. But this is met by some with the allegation, that we have elsewhere 
the Apostle Judas called the brother of James, ‘lobdac "laxé Gov, Luke vi. 
16; Actsi. 13. Even were this so (and it is uncertain whether we are 
making the right supplement; see note on Matt. x. 2), that designation 
must stand on its own independent ground, and being mere matter of 
conjecture, cannot claim to enter as evidence here. If the considera- 
tions arising from this Hpistle itself tend to shew that the Jude who 
wrote it was not an Apostle, then either we must 1) otherwise fill up 
the ellipsis in that ‘lovdac "Iaxw Gov, or 2) leave that difficult appellation 
in entire uncertainty. From the nature of the case, this must rule that 
other, not that other, this. 

5. The question for us is, How would the probability arise, that any 
one should call himself “brother of James?” and the reply to this will 
depend somewhat on the personal dignity of the James here mentioned. 
If this person be assumed to be the well-known bishop of the church at 
Jerusalem, then there will be no difficulty in the Writer of this Epistle 
thus designating himself. 

6. And this has been the general supposition. Those who see in that 
James, the Apostle James, son of Alpheus, regard our Writer as the 
Apostle Jude, also the son of Alpheus: the “ Judas not Iscariot” of 
_ John xiv. 22. Those, on the other hand, who see in that James, not one 
‘of the Twelve, but the actual brother of our Lord, the son of Joseph and 
Mary, regard our Writer as the Judas of Matt. xii. 55, another brother 
of our Lord, and a younger son of Joseph and Mary. 

7. The reader will at once gather from what has been said in the 
Prolegomena to the Epistle of James, that this latter is the view here 
taken. The other seems to me to be beset with insuperable difficulties : 
involving us as it does in the wholly unjustifiable hypothesis, that those 
who are called in Scripture the brethren of our Lord were not his 
brethren, but his cousins, sons of Alpheus (Clopas). 

8. It may be asked, if this Writer were indeed the brother of James, 
and thus the brother of the Lord Himself, should we not rather expect 
that he would give himself this high character, stating his relationship 
to Jesus, rather than that to James? But surely such a question would 
shew great ignorance of the true spirit of the apostolic writers. It 
would be the last thing I should expect, to find one of the brethren of 
the Lord asserting this relationship as a ground of reception for an 
Epistle. Almost all agree that the Writer of the Epistle of James was 
the person known as the brother of the Lord. Yet there we have no 
such designation. It would have been in fact altogether inconsistent 
with the true spirit of Christ (see Luke xi. 27, 28), and in harmony 
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with those later and superstitious feelings with which the next and fol- 
lowing ages regarded His earthly relatives. Had such a designation as 
dedpoc rov kupiov been found in the address of an Hpistle, it would 
have formed a strong 4 priori objection to its authenticity. 

9. I have before remarked in the Prolegomena to 2 Peter that such 
expressions as that in our ver. 22, prvfjoOnte rv pyuarwy ray mpoepn- 
pévwr Uro TOY aroord\wy Tod Kupiov Huay "Inoov xXp.aTOU, cannot be fairly 
alleged as evidence of the apostolicity or non-apostolicity of a writer *. 

10. Of this Judas, one of the Lord’s brethren, we know nothing from 
early ecclesiastical tradition. The only trace of him is found in an in- 
teresting story which Eusebius gives from Hegesippus (H. E. iii. 20) of 
Domitian, in jealousy of the survivors of the family of David, sending 
for and examining two grandsons of this Judas (amd yévove rod «upiov 
viwvol "lovda, rod Kara odpka Aeyouévov avrod adedgov), and dismissing 
them, on finding that they were poor working men, and hearing that the 
kingdom of Christ which they expected was not to be in this present 
world. 

11. In this defect of our knowledge of the personal history of the 
Writer, we can only say that he, like his greater brother St. James, did 
not believe on our Lord during his ministry, but became a convert after 
the resurrection, and as in Acts i. 18, consorted usually with the 
Apostles and followers of Jesus. All else respecting him is left to be 
gathered from the spirit and style of this Epistle: and will be found 
treated in the section devoted to that part of our subject. 


SECTION II. 


AUTHENTIOITY. 


1. Eusebius reckons our Epistle, as indeed all the Catholic Epistles 
except 1 John and 1 Peter, among the dvriWeyopeva. Tar & avrideyo-= 
pévwr, yvwpipwr 0 ody buwe roig ToddXoic, H Aeyouéry “laxwPov péperar Kat 
WR loude . ac. 34, We My 2b, 

And again, H. E. ii. 23, 08 roddot yoty rHv Tadawy adic épvnpo- 
vevoay, &¢ ovd€ Tic Aeyomerne "lovda, pide Kal abrie oon TwY Era AEyo- 
pévov kaBouKorv® Suwe o€ topev Kal ravrag pera tov Aoirwy éy wreiorac 
Oednpooroupéevac exkAnoiace. 

2. Tertullian however cites it as authentic, and attributes it to the 
apostle Jude: “Enoch apud Judam apostolum testimonium possidet ” 
. . . De habitu mulierun, ec. 3. 

3. Clement of Alexandria gives citations from it as from Scripture : 


8 See above, Prolegg. to 2 Pet. § iv. 22: also the notes, in loe., and on 2 Pet. iii. 2. 
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émt rovrwy oipat kal THY dpoiwy aipécewy meognrikwc lovday év TH émvoroAR 
eionkévae . . . (citing our vv. 8, 17) Strom. iii. 2. 11, p. 515 Potter. 

And again ; eidévae yap tac, gnoty 6 lovdag, BovdAopan, Ort 6 Bede mak 
éx yij¢ Aiybrrou rov Aady owoac, K.7.d. (ver. 5, 6) Peed. iii. 8. 44, p- 280 
Potter. : 

And Eusebius says of Clement, éy 6é raic vrorutwcect, Evyeddovra 
eimeir, Thong Tite évduaOhxov yoadie ewtrerpnpevac mewoinrar dunyioece, 
pee rae avrieyouévac mapedOwr, tiv "lovda NEyw Kal Tac Nortac kaBorAtKde 
émorohac, riy Te Bapvafa cat rv TMérpov Aeyopevny a&moxdduyrr. 

4, The Muratorian fragment speaks of the Epistle as genuine and 
canonical : “ Epistola sane Jude, et superscripti Johannis duas in catho- 
lica habentur.”” Routh, Rel. Sacr. i. p. 806. 

5. Origen, Comm. on Matt. xiii. 55, ed. Lomm., vol. iii. p. 46, says: 
Tovdacg eypawer emcarohjy ddtydareyoy pév, weTANQWpEyny OE To Tic 
ovpaviov xdpiroc efpwpévov dywr, dcric év TE Tpoopiw eipnker, “lovdas 
*Incod xprotod Sod dos, adeApds Sé “laxwBou. 

And again, on Matt. xxii. 23, vol. iv. p. 149: ei 6& Kai riy ’lovda 
modcotrd Tuc émraTohhy, dpdrw ri Exerar T~ Néyy Ou 70 dyyéNous Te Tods py 
TNpHcavTas K.T.A. 

And again, on Matt. xviii. 10, vol. iil. p. 260: cal év ry “lovda émcorody, 
tots év es Tarp Hyamnpevois «7d. 

See also vol. iii. pp. 385, 6, where he argues on Jude, ver. 6: and 
_ several other places in the Latin remains of his works, cited in David- 

son, Introd. vol. iii. p. 498. In two of these latter he calls the Writer 
of the Epistle “ Judas apostolus.”’ 
-.6. Jerome, Catalog. script. eccles. 4, says: “ Judas frater Jacobi par- 
vam quidem que de septem catholicis est epistolam reliquit. Et quia 
de libro Enoch, qui apocryphus est, in ea assumit testimonium, a pleris- 
que rejicitur: tamen auctoritatem vetustate jam et usu meruit, ut inter 
sacras Scripturas computetur.”’ 

7. In the older copies of the Peschito the Epistle is wanting: but 
Ephrem Syrus recognized its authenticity. 

8. In later times, the Epistle has been generally received as authentic. 
The circumstance that the Writer does not cal] himself an Apostle, has 
ensured for it a more favourable reception than some other books of the 
N. T., with those who are fond of questioning the genuineness of the 
Bpistles. Even De Wette thinks there is no reason why we should 
suspect it to be spurious. He is willing to pass over the phenomena 
in it which have appeared stumbling-blocks to others: its citation of 
the book of Enoch, its probable acquaintance with the Epistle to the 
Romans, its difficult but apparently Greek style. 

9. Schwegler, on the other hand, though acknowledging its very 
simple and undeveloped character in point of doctrine, yet draws from 
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vy. 17, 18 a proof that it belongs to the post-apostolic times. He 
thinks that the forger prefixed the name of Jude, brother of James, in 
order to give to his writing the weight of connexion, in point of doctrine 
and spirit, with this latter great name. 

10. But as Huther well remarks, had this been so;—in other words, 
for so the hypothesis seems to imply, had the Epistle been written in 
the interests of Judaizing Christianity against Pauline, we should surely 
have found more indications of this in it: and as to the superseription 
we may reply, that a forger would hardly have attributed his composition 
to a man otherwise so entirely unknown as Jude was. 

11. The fact that doubts were entertained respecting the authenticity 
of the Epistle in early times, and that we do not find many traces of its 
use in the primitive Fathers, may easily be accounted for from its short- 
ness, from its special character, from its presumed reference to apocryphal 
sources, from its apparently not being written by an Apostle. 


SECTION III. 


FOR WHAT READERS AND WITH WHAT OBJECT WRITTEN. 


1. The readers are addressed merely as Christians: perhaps, as De 
Wette suggests, because the matters mentioned in the Epistle are little 
to their credit. The evil persons stigmatized in it do not seem to have 
been heretical teachers, as commonly supposed °, but rather libertines, 
practical unbelievers (vv. 4, 8), scoffers (ver. 18), whose pride and 
wantonness (vv. 8, 10, 12 f.), whose murmuring, and refractory and 
party spirit (vv. 11, 16, 19), threatened to bring about the destruction 
of the church. In 2 Peter, as I have already observed above, ch. iv. 
§ ii. 4, these persons are developed into false teachers: one of the 
circumstances from which I have inferred the posteriority of that 
Epistle. 

2. It is mainly to warn his readers against these, that St. Jude writes 
the Epistle: “to exhort them that they should contend earnestly for 
the faith once,” and once for all, “ delivered to the saints.” 

3. When we come to ask whether the readers formed a circumscribed 
circle of Christians, and if so, where, we find ourselves left to mere 
speculation for an answer. There does certainly appear to be a spe- 
ciality about the circumstances of those addressed, but it is difficult 
exactly to define it. They seem to have been Jews, from the fact of the 
altogether Judaie spirit of the Epistle: from its appeal to Jewish tra- 
ditions, and perhaps to Jewish books. They evidently dwelt among an 


® Even ae Lehre y. der Person Christi i. 104: and Huther; Einleit §2 
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abundant and a wicked population, probably of a commercial character. 
Hence some have thought of Corinth as their abode: some of Egypt, to 
which land it is said the physical phenomena are suitable (vv. 12 ff.): 
some of a commercial city in Syria, seeing that Palestine, where St. 
Jude dwelt, must at the time of writing the Epistle have been in a state 
of commotion, to which there is no allusion in it. 


SECTION IY. 


TIME AND PLACE OF WRITING. 


1. On the former of these it is impossible to speak with any degree 
of certainty. Our principal indications are, the state of the church 
which may be inferred from the Epistle, the apparent use made in it of 
the apocryphal book of Enoch, and the reference made to the previous 
teaching of the Apostles. 

2. The state of the church indicated is one not far advanced in his- 
torical development. Those errors which afterwards expanded into 
heresies were as yet in their first stage. The evil men were as yet 
mixed with the church, rocks of danger in their feasts of love. They had 
not yet been marked off and stigmatized: for this very purpose the 
Epistle is written, that they might no longer be latent in the bosom of 
-the church. All this points to an early date. 

3. The datum furnished by the apparent allusion to the apocryphal 
book of Enoch, guides us to no certain result. It is even yet matter 
of uncertainty, when that book was written’. So that this consideration 
brings us no nearer to our desired result. 

4. The fact that St. Jude (ver. 17) refers his readers to previous 
teaching by the Apostles, is hardly of more value for our purpose. On 
the one hand the imperfect tense Z\eyor (ver. 18) seems to speak of the 
Apostles as if their work was done and they were passed away,—“ they 
used to tell you:” on the other, it might fairly be used of men who 
were dispersed and carrying on their work in other parts. Then again, 
the language seems necessarily to imply that the readers had for them- 
selves heard the Apostles. No safe inference can be drawn from the 
words that they were written after the apostolic age: nay, the natural 
inference is rather the other way. They appear to point to a time 
when the agency of the Apostles themselves had passed away from the 
readers, but the impress of their warning words had not faded from 


their memories. 
5. Another note of time has been imagined to lie in the circumstance, 


1 See below, § v. par. 8. 
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that the destruction of Jerusalem is not mentioned in the Epistle. It 
has been replied, that there was no reason why any allusion should 
have been made to that event, as the immediate subject before the 
Writer did not lead him to it. Still I cannot help feeling that the 
reply is not wholly satisfactory. Considering that St. Jude was writing 
to Jews, and citing signal instances of divine vengeance, though he may 
not have been led to mention the judgment of the Flood,—I can hardly 
conceive that he would have omitted that which uprooted the Jewish 
people and polity. 

6. So that on the whole, as De Wette, himself often sceptical on the 
question of the genuineness and antiquity of the N. T. writings, con- 
fesses, there is no reason why we should place our Epistle later than the 
limit of the apostolic age. That it was anterior to the second Epistle 
of Peter, I have already endeavoured to prove (see above, ch. iv. 
§ iii. 3 ff). 

7. Of the place where this Epistle was written, absolutely nothing is 
known. From its tone and references, we should conjecture that the 
Writer lived in Palestine: but even thus much must be uncertain. 


SECTION V. 


ON THE APOCRYPHAL WRITINGS APPARENTLY REFERRED TO IN THIS 
EPISTLE. 


1. In ver. 14 we have a reference to a prophecy of Enoch, the seventh 
from Adam. This has by many been supposed to indicate an acquaint- 
ance on the part of the Writer with the existing apocryphal “ book of 
Enoch.’ It becomes desirable therefore that we should briefly put the 
student in possession of the history and nature of that document. In 
so doing I shall take my matter partly from Mr. Westcott’s article in 
Dr. Smith’s Biblical Dictionary, partly from a notice by Prof. Volkmar 
(see below): to which sources the reader is referred for further details. 

2. The book appears to have been known to the early fathers, Justin, 
Irenzeus, Clem. Alex., and Origen, and we have numerous references to 
it in the “Testaments of, the Twelve Patriarchs.”” Tertullian (de Cult. 
Fem. i. 3; a passage well worth the reader’s perusal) quotes it as a 
book not admitted into the Jewish canon, but profitable, and indeed to 
be received by Christians on the ground that “nihil omnino rejiciendum 
est quod pertineat ad nos” and that “legimus, omnem scripturam 
edificationi habilem divinitus inspirari.” Augustine was acquainted 
with it, as also was an anonymous writer whose work is printed amone . 
those of Jerome: but during the middle ages it was known to the 
Western Church only through the (presumed) quotations in our Epistle. 
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The Eastern Church possessed considerable fragments of it, incorporated 
into the Chronographia of Georgius Syncellus (cir. 792). 

3. About the close of the last century, the traveller Bruce brought 
from Abyssinia the Athiopic translation of the entire book. An Eng- 
lish version of this translation was published by Archbishop Lawrence 
in 1821; and the Athiopic itself in 1838. Since then a more complete 
edition has been published in Germany (Das Buch Henoch, von Dr. A. 
Dillmann, Leipzig, 1853), which is now the standard one, and has given 
rise to the Essays, among others, of Ewald and Hilgenfeld?. 

4. The Aithiopic version appears to have been made from the Greek ; 
as, though wanting a considerable passage quoted by Syncellus, it yet 
agrees in the main with the citations found in the early Fathers. But 
it is probable that the Greek itself is but a version of a Hebrew original. 
The names of the angels and of the winds betray an Aramaic origin; 
and a Hebrew book of Enoch was known and used by the Jews as late 
as the thirteenth century. 

5. The book consists of revelations purporting to have been given to 
Enoch and to Noah: and its object is, to vindicate the ways of Divine 
Providence: to set forth the terrible retribution reserved for sinners, 
whether angelic or human: and to “ repeat in every form the great prin- 
ciple that the world, natural, moral and spiritual, is under the immediate 
government of God.” 

6. “In doctrine,” says Mr. Westcott in the article above mentioned, 

“the book of Enoch exhibits a great advance of thought within the 
limits of revelation in each of the great divisions of knowledge. The 
teaching on nature is a curious attempt to reduce the scattered images 
of the O. T. to a physical system. The view of society and man, of the 
temporary triumph and final discomfiture of the oppressors of God’s 
people, carries out into elaborate detail the pregnant images of Daniel. 
The figure of the Messiah is invested with majestic dignity as ‘the Son 
of God,’ ‘whose name was named before the sun was made,’ and who 
existed ‘aforetime in the presence of God.’ And at the same time his 
human attributes as the ‘son of man,’ ‘the son of woman,’ ‘the elect 
one,’ ‘the righteous one,’ ‘the anointed,’ are brought into con- 
spicuous notice. The mysteries of the spiritual world, the connexion of 
angels and men, the classes and ministries of the hosts of heaven, the 
power of Satan, and the legions of darkness, the doctrines of resurrection, 
retribution, and eternal punishment, are dwelt upon with growing 
earnestness as the horizon of speculation was extended by intercourse 
with Greece. But the message of the book is emphatically one of faith 
and truth: and while the Writer combines and repeats the thoughts of 


2 See however its merits discussed in an article referred to below, par. 8. 
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Scripture, he adds no new element to the teaching of the prophets. His 
errors spring from an undisciplined attempt to explain their words, and 
from a proud exultation in present success. For the great characteristic 
by which the book is distinguished from the later apocalypse of Esdras 
is the tone of triumphant expectation by which it is pervaded.” 

7. The date of the book has been matter of great uncertainty. Abp. 
Lawrence, and Hofmann, suppose it to have been compiled in the reign 
of Herod the Great: and with this view Gfrowr, Wieseler, and Gieseler 
agree. lLiicke (Hinl. in d. Offenb. Joh. pp. 89 ff.) goes very fully into 
the question, and determines that it consists of an earlier and a later - 
portion: the former written early in the Maccabzan period, the latter 
in the time of Herod the Great. It is from the former of these that the 
quotation in our Epistle is taken. 

8. But the whole question of the date has been recently discussed by 
Prof. Volkmar, of Zurich, in the “ Zeitschrift der Deutschen morgen- 
landischen Gesellschaft” for 1860. He undertakes to prove the 
book a production of the time of the sedition of Barchochebas (A.D. cir. 
132), and to have been written by one of the followers of Rabbi Akiba, 
the great upholder of that impostor. And certainly, as far as I 
can see, his preof seems not easy to overthrow. In that case, as he re- 
marks (p. 991), the book of Enoch was not only of Jewish, but of dis- 
tinctly antichristian origin. But this one point in the progress of his 
proof seems to me debateable. He assumes that the words cited in our 
Epistle as a prophecy of Enoch are of necessity taken from the apocryphal 
book, and regards it as an inevitable sequence, that if the book of Enoch 
is proved to be of the first half of the second century, the Epistle of Jude 
must be even later. In order however for this to be accepted, we need 
one link supplied, which, it seems to me, Prof. Volkmar has not given 
us. We want it shewn, that the passage cited is so interwoven into the 
apocryphal book as necessarily to form a part of it, and that it may not 
itself have been taken from primitive tradition, or even from the report 
of that tradition contained in our Epistle. 

9. The account of the matter hence deduced would be, that the book, 
in its original groundwork, is of purely Jewish origin, but that it has 
received numerous Christian interpolations and additions. “It may be 
regarded,” remarks Mr. Westcott, “as describing an important phase 
of Jewish opinion shortly before the coming of Christ.” If we accept 
the later date, this must of course be modified accordingly. 

There never has been in the church the slightest doubt of the apocry- 
phal character of the book of Enoch. The sole maintainer of its autho- 
rity seems to have been Tertullian®: it is plainly described as apocryphal 

° Lc. above; cf. also de Idololatr. c. 4, where after quoting the second command- 
ment, he adds, “ Antecesserat enim Enoch preedicens ...:” and id, c, 15, “Hee igitur 
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by Origen‘, Augustine*, and Jerome®, and is enumerated among the 
apocryphal books in the Apostolical Constitutions (vi. 16) ’. 

10. The other passage in our Epistle which has been supposed to come 
from an apocryphal source, viz. the reference to the dispute between the 
archangel Michael and the devil concerning the body of Moses, has been 
discussed in the notes ad loc., and held more likely to have been a frag- 
ment of primitive tradition. 

11. But it yet remains, that something should be said concerning the 
fall of the angels spoken of vv. 6,7. In the notes on those verses, I have 
mentioned the probability, in my view, that the narrative in Gen. vi. 2 
is alluded to. This impression has been since then much strengthened 
by a very able polemical tract by Dr. Kurtz, the author of the “ Ges- 
chichte des alten Bundes,” in which he has maintained against Hengs- 
tenberg the view taken by himself in that work. It seems to me that 
Dr. Kurtz has gone far to decide the interpretation as against any re- 
ference of Gen. vi. 2 to the Sethites, or of our vv. 6, 7 to the fall of the 
devil and his angels. The exegesis of Hengstenberg and those who 
think with him depends on the spiritual acceptation, in this case, of the 
word éxropvevoacat, which Kurtz completely disproves. The facts of the 
history of the catastrophe of the cities of the plain render it quite out 
of the question: and LXX usage, which Hengstenberg cites as decisive 
on his side, is really against him*. And this point being disposed of, 


ab initio previdens spiritus sanctus ... . prececinit per antiquissimum prophetam 
Enoch.” In Apolog. c. 22, he speaks even more definitely, apparently numbering the 
book among the litteree sancte. 

4 Cont. Cels. v. 54; vol. xix. p. 269, ed. Lomm.: amd réiy ty rp "Evwx yeypap- 
pévwy, driwa od’ abra paiverca dvayvwpicac, obdé yvwploag ore by Taig éxcAnoiac 
ob mavu péperar We Oia ra éexvysypappiva rod ’Evwx BiBdia. Cf. also Hom. xxviii. 
in Numeros: and see Spencer’s note on l. ¢. 

5 De Civ. Dei, xv. 28. 4: “ Omittamus igitur earum scripturarum fabulas, que apo- 
ceryphe nuncupantur, eo quod earum occulta origo non claruit patribus, a quibus usque 
ad nos auctoritas veterum Scripturarum certissima et notissima successione pervenit. 
.... Scripsisse quidem nonnulla divina Enoch illum septimum ab Adam negare non 
possumus, cum hoc in epistola canonica Judas apostolus dicat. Sed non frustra non 
sunt in eo canone Scripturarum qui servabatur in templo Hebrei populi succedentium 
diligentia sacerdotum, nisi quia ob antiquitatem suspect fidei judicata sunt, nec utrum 
heee essent qu ille scripsisset, poterat inveniri, non talibus proferentibus, qui ea per 
seriem successionis reperirentur rite servasse.” 

6 In the catalogue of ecclesiastical writers: see the passage cited above, § ii. par. 6. 

7 For more, and very interesting information on the book of Enoch, see the article 
of Volkmar’s above alluded to. 

8 He alleges that Gen. xxxviii. 24 is the only place where ixroovevery is used of car- 
nal fornication: whereas there are at least six other places, viz. Lev. xxi. 9; xix. 29 
(bis) ; Num. xxv. 1; Deut. xxii. 21; Ezek. xvi. 33. See these discussed, and the 
meaning established, in Kurtz, Die Sohne Gottes, u. s. w. p. 47. 
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the whole fabric falls with it: Hengstenberg himself confessing that 
robrote, in ver, 7, must refer to dyyeXo above, 

12. That the particulars related in 2 Pet. and our Epistle of the fallen 
angels are found also in the book of Enoch’, is again no proof that the 
Writers of these Epistles took them from that book. Three other solu- 
tions are possible: 1, that the apocryphal Writer took them from our 
Epistles: 2, that their source in each case, was ancient tradition : 
8, that the book of Enoch itself consists of separate portions written at 
different times. 


CHAPTER VIII. 


REVELATION. 


SECTION I. 


AUTHORSHIP, AND CANONICITY. 


1. Tue Author of this book calls himself in more places than one by 
the name John, ch. i. 1, 4, 9, xxii. 8. The general view has been, that 
this name represents St. John the son of Zebedee, the Writer of the 
Gospel and the three Epistles, the disciple whom Jesus loved. 

2. This view rests on external, and on internal evidence. I shall 
first specify both these, and then pass on to other views respecting the 
authorship. And in so doing, I shall at present cite merely those testi- 
monies which bear more or less directly on the authorship. The most 
ancient are the following : 

3. Justin Martyr, Dial. p. 808 (written between a.p. 189 and 161): 

kal... map’ tiv avio ree, @ dvopa “lwavyne, ig rev arocré\wy Tov 
Xplorov, Ev awoKahvper yevopérn aro xikca Ern worhoew év ‘Lepovsad}u 
TOUS TO hperéow xXptor~ morevaavrag wpoePfrevoe, Kal pera ravra riv 
Kabodijy Kat ovveddrre pavat aiwviay duobupaddy dma mavrwv avadoracw 
yevhoecOar kat Koplow. 
‘We may mention by the way, that this testimony of Justin is doubly 
important, as referred to by Eusebius, himself no believer in the 
apostolic authorship: H. E. iv. 18: péuynrac dé cat rife "Iwdvvov ae 
Kaduews aadw@e Tov dmoardXov av’riy eiva NEywr. 

The authenticity and value of the passage of Justin has been dis- 
cussed at considerable length and with much candour by Liicke, Einl 


9 Of. Kurtz, ibid, pp. 51, 52, 
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pp- 548—56. He, himself a disbeliever in St. John’s authorship, con- 
fesses that it is a genuine and decided testimony in its favour. 

4, Melito, bishop of Sardis (+ cir. 171), is said by Euseb. H. E. 
iv. 26, to have written treatises (or a treatise, but the plural is more 
likely: and so Jer. Catal. 24: “de diabolo librum unum, de Apocalypsi 
Joannis librum unum”) on the devil, and on the Apocalypse of John: 
kal ra wept tov deafddov, Kal rijc amoxaduWewe “Iwavvov. It is fairly 
reasoned that Eusebius would hardly have failed to notice, supposing 
him to have seen Melito’s work, any view of his which doubted the 
apostolic origin: and that this may therefore be legitimately taken as 
an indirect testimony in its favour. See Liicke, p. 564; Stuart, p. 258; 
Davidson, Introd. iii. 540. 

5. Of a similar indirect nature are the two next testimonies. 
Theophilus, bishop of Antioch (+ cir. 180), whose Libri ad Auto- 
lycum are still extant, is said by Euseb. iv. 24 to have written a book 
mpoc Thy alpeary ‘Epmoyévovc thy éxtypagiyy éxov, év @ ék Tic awoKahvWews 
‘Iwavvov Kéxonrat paprupiac. 

6. And similarly Eusebius says of Apollonius (of Ephesus? so in the 
treatise Predestinatus, cent. v.: see Liicke, p. 567), who flourished in 
Asia Minor at the end of cent. ii, and wrote against the Montanists, 
thereby making his testimony more important: kéyonrat dé cal paprv- 
piace amo rig “Iwavvov amocahvwWews’ Kai vexpov O&€ Ouvdpe Dela move 
avrov ‘Iwavvov év ry "Edéow éynyépOau iorope?. From this latter sentence 
there can be no doubt that Apollonius regarded the Apocalypse as the 
work of John the Apostle. 

7. We now come to the principal second century witness, [renzus 
(+ cir. 180). Respecting the value of his testimony, it may suffice to 
remind the student that he had been a hearer of Polycarp, the disciple 
of St. John. And this testimony occurs up and down his writings in 
great abundance, and in the most decisive terms. “Joannes domini 
discipulus”’ is stated to have written the Apocalypse in Her. iv. 20. 
11; iv. 80. 4; v. 26.1; v. 35. 2: and “ Joannes”’ in iy. 21. 3; v. 36.3. 
And this John can be no other than the Apostle: for he says, iii. 1. 1, 
"Iwavyne 6 pabnrig rod Kvpiov (in the Latin, as above) 6 kai éri ro oriOog 
abrov avarecwr, kal abroc ékédwxe 70 ebayyédor, év "Egeow rije “Aciac 
dvarpijwv. But the most remarkable testimony, and one which will 
come before us again and again during the course of these Prolegomena, 
is in vy. 30.1. There, having given certain reasons for the number of 
Antichrist’s name being 666, he proceeds, rourwy de ovrws Exdvrwr, Kat 
éy mwdot role omovoaiotg Kat doxatotc dyreypaporg Tou do.Ouov TOUTOV KEl- 
pévov, kal paprupodytwy abray exsivwy Toy kar’ buy roy "lwdvyny ewoakd- 
rwy....+ Then after some remarks, and stating two names current as 
suiting the number, he concludes, jet per ody ob« drokivOuvEvomey TEpt 
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rou dvéparoe Tov dyrixptorod, cmopaivdpevor BeBawrikwc. ei ‘yap edet 
avaparddy ro viv Katpe KknpbrrecBar rovvopa adrov, Ov Exeivou av eppeOn 
rou Kal THY amoKdAuduy Ewpaxdroc. 008€ yap mpd Toddod xpdvou éwpdOn, 
GAA oyxeddv emt Tis HpeTépas yeveds, mpds To TéheL THS Aopetavot 
dpxijs. 

This is beyond question the most important evidence which has yet 
come before us. And we may observe that it is in no way affected by 
any opinion which we may have formed respecting Irenzus’s exegetical 
merits, nor by any of his peculiar opinions. He here merely asserts 
what, if he were a man of ordinary power of collecting and retaining 
facts, he must very well have known for certain. 

8. Keeping at present to the direct witnesses for the authorship by 
St. John, we next come to Tertullian (+ cir. 220). His testimonies 
are many and decisive. 

Adv. Marcion. iii. 14: “Nam et apostolus Johannes in apocalypsi 
ensem describit ex ore Domini prodeuntem. .. .” 

Ib. 24: “Hane (ceelestem civitatem) et Ezekiel novit, et apostolus 
Joannes vidit.”’ 

De Pudicitia 19: “Sed quoniam usque de Paulo, quando etiam 
Joannes nescio quid diverse parti supplaudere videatur, quasi in apoca- 
lypsi manifeste fornicationi posuerit poenitentie auxilium, ubi ad an- 
gelum Thyatirenorum,” &e. 

See also de Resurr. 27; de Anima, 8, 9; adv. Judewos, 9; de Cor. 
Militis, 13; contra Gnosticos, 12. 

9. The fragment on the Canon called by the name of Muratori, and 
written cir. 200, says, “et Joannes enim in Apocalypsi licet septem 
ecclesiis scribat, tamen omnibus dicit...,’? where the context shews 
that the Apostle John must be intended. 

10. Hippolytus, bishop of Ostia (Portus Romanus), cir. 240, in his 
writings very frequently quotes the Apocalypse, and almost always with 
Twdryne Aéyet. Whom he meant by ’lwavrne is evident from one pas- 
sage, De antichristo, p. 67, 1. 15 ff. ed. Lagarde: déye por pacdpre 
"Lwdvyn, ardorore Kat padnra rod Kuplov, ri eldeg Kal HKovaac rept BaBu- 
Aévoc. And then he proceeds to quote ch. xvii. 1—18. Multitudes 
of other citations will be found by consulting the index to Lagarde’s 
edition". And one of his principal works, as specified in the catalogue 
found inscribed on his statue, was dwodoyia (or ré, for the word has 
become obliterated, only A being now legible) brép rod cara Twdvyny 
evayyeNlov cat droxadiPewe: mentioned also by Jerome, Catal. 61. 

11. Clement of Alexandria (cir. 200), in his Strom. vi. 18, p. 792 p, 


1 See also his lately-discovered Refutatio omnium heresium, lib. vii. § 36, p- 408, ed. 
Duncker. 
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says of the faithful presbyter, otroc moeourepog . .. év Toig eixoot Kat 
Técoaoot Kabeceirar Opdvore, de gnow év rH adrokahvee “Iwavync. And 
elsewhere he fixes this name as meaning the Apostle, by saying in his 
Quis dives salv. § 42, dxovooy por, ob piOov dAN Svra dJdyor, Tept 
‘lwdvvov rod dxvcrddov mapadedopévor . . . ered) yap Tov rupdvrov Tedev- 
thoavrocg ard rie Uarpou rig vioou per@AOev éxl thy "Egeooy.,.: and 
then he proceeds to tell the well-known story of St. John and the 
young robber. 

12. Origen, the scholar of Clement (+ cir. 233), who so diligently 
enquired into and reported any doubts or disputes about the canonicity 
and genuineness of the books of the N. T., appears not to have known 
of any which regarded the Apocalypse. In a passage of his Commentary 
on St. Matt. preserved by Euseb. H. E. vi. 25, he says, ré det wept rod 
dvanecdvroc eye éxi 10 arHDoc Tov *Inood, Iwavvov, dc ebayyédov Ev 
Karahédourer, 6uodoyGy Cvvacbat rocadra Toujcery & ove 6 Kdopoc Kwpyaat 
édvvaro; Eypawe O€ Kai ry drokdduey, Kedevobele owrhoa Kal ph yoawbar 
Tac TaY ExTa Pporvtay guwrvac. 

We have also this remarkable testimony in his Commentary on 
Matt. tom. xvi. 6, vol. iv. p. 18, ed. Lommatzsch: cai ro Barriopa 
éBarricOyoar of rov ZeBedaiov viol, éreimep ‘Howodne per créxrewey “Idewor 
Tov “[wdvvov payxaipa, 6 dé ‘Pwpaiwy Bacirede, we t tapddoote Oiddoker, 
Karedixage Tov “lwavynv paprupovrra da Tov rij¢ adnOeiacg Adyor eic 
Icdrpoy ray vijcov. dvddoxer 0€ ra wept Tov praprupiov abrov ’lwdyyye, pi} 
Aéywr ric abrov Karedixace, Pdokwy év TH drocadvpe raira, Eyw "Iwavyne 
... Tov Oeod (Rev. i. 9), wal ra ébije. Kal Zoe ryv drocddupy év rH vhow 
reGewonkevat. 

And Origen again repeatedly cites the Apocalypse without the least 
indication of doubt as to its author: as may be seen by consulting any 
of the indices to the editions. His procedure in this case forms a 
striking contrast to that in the case of the Epistle to the Hebrews: see 
Prolegg. to this vol. ch. i. § i. 16—23. 

13. Still keeping to those Fathers who give definite testimony as to 
the authorship, we come to Victorinus, bishop of Pettau in Pannonia, 
who suffered martyrdom under Diocletian in 303. His is the earliest 
extant commentary on the Apocalypse. On ch. x. 4, he says (see 
Bibl. M. Patr. iii. p. 141), “ Sed quia dicit se scripturum fuisse Joannes 
quanta locuta fuissent tonitrua, id est, queecunque in veteri testamento 
erant obscura et predicata, vetatur scribere sed relinquere ea signata, 
qui erat Apostolus..... 

And afterwards, on “ oportet autem te iterum prophetare,” “ Hoc est, 
quoniam quando hoc vidit Joannes, erat in insula Pathmos, in metallum 
damnatus a Domitiano Cesare. Ibi ergo vidit Apocalypsin : et cum 
senior jam putaret se per passionem accepturum receptionem, interfecto 
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Domitiano omnia ejus judicia soluta sunt, et Joannes de metallo di- 
missus, sic postea tradidit hanc eandem quam acceperat a Domino 
Apocalypsin.” 

14, Ephrem Syrus (+ cir. 378), the greatest Father in the Syrian 
church, repeatedly in his numerous writings cites the Apocalypse as 
canonical, and ascribes it to John: see the reff. in Stuart’s Introduc- 
tion, p. 271. In the Greek translation of his works, we read in the 
second Homily on the Second Advent of the Lord, ca@we¢ dxovoper rod 
dmoarédov Aéyorroc, and then he quotes Rev. xxi. 4,5: vol. 11. p. 248, 
ed. Assem. See Liicke, Einl. p. 598, note. 

Now these citations are the more remarkable, because the old Syriac 
or Peschito version does not contain the Apocalypse: as neither indeed 
apparently did the later or Philoxenian version originally, nor its re- 
publication by Thomas of Charkel (see Liicke, p. 598). It may fairly 
be asked then, How came Ephrem by his Syriac version of the Apoca- 
lypse (for he seems not to have been acquainted with Greek)? And, 
How came the Peschito to want the Apocalypse, if it was held to be 
written by the Apostle ? 

15. It would exceed the limits of these Prolegomena to enter into 
the answers to these questions, which have been variously given: by 
Hug and Thiersch, that the Peschito originally contained the book, 
and that it only became excluded in the fourth century through the 
influence of the schools of Antioch and Nisibis: by Walton and 
Wichelhaus, that the Peschito was made in the first century, when as 
yet the Apocalypse-had not won its way among the canonical books:. 
by Hengstenberg, that the Peschito was not made till the end of the 
third century, after the objections against the apostolicity of the book 
had been raised by Dionysius of Alexandria’. 

16. These answers are all. discussed by Liicke, Einl. pp. 597—605, and 
severally rejected. His own solution is by no means satisfactory as to 
the former of the two questions,—how Ephrem came by his Syriac 
version. The latter he answers by postponing the date of the recep- 
tion of the Apocalypse into the canon till after the publication of the 
Peschito, i.e. as now generally acknowledged, the end of the second 
century. 

17. Epiphanius, bishop of Salamis in Cyprus at the end of the fourth 
century, cites the Apocalypse as written by the Apostle. In combating 
the Alogi, who rejected the gospel of John and the Apocalypse, he 
speaks much and warmly of that book, and says among other things 
(Her. li. p. 457), of re Gycoe mpopfrar kai of dytor dedaroXot, év vic Kal 6 
&ytoc “lwadvyng dia rov evayyeNlov Kai rév émtaroday Kai TIS AToKaV ews 


2 See below, par. 47. 
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é« Tob abrod xaploparoe rod dyiov peradédwxe: and ib. p. 455, having 
cited 1 Cor. xv. 52, he proceeds, avvgoovrog roivuy tov amooréXov a) 
ayiy droariAy "Iwavyn év ry droxahtet, wola rie brodeimerat dyToyia ; 

18. Basil the Great (+ 378), adv. Eunomium ii., Opp. vol. i. p. 249 
B, E, Says, Ta Tapa rov ayiov mvevpdro¢e Cra To paxapiov ‘Iwdvvov adn- 
Oévra jpir, ore év apxh iv 6 Adyoc k.7.d., and afterwards, aAN’ abroc hiv 
6 ebayyedtoriic év Erépw Oy, TOU ToLwdbTov Fv Td onpavopevoy edecer, 
eitwr, 6 Oy Kat 6 Hy Kat 6 Tavroxpdrwp, Rev. i. 8. 

19. Hilary of Poictiers (+ 368), in his prologue to the Psalms, says 
(p. 611 8, ed. Paris 1631), “ita beati Johannis Apocalypsi docemur: et 
angelo Philadelphiz Ecclesiz scribe.’’ So also in his Enarratio in Ps. i. 
p. 628 p, “sanctus Joannes in Apocalypsi testatur, dicens, Rev. xxii. 2.” 
Stuart cites from p. 891 of the Paris edn. of 1693,—“ et ex familiaritate 
Domini revelatione ccelestium mysteriorum dignus Johannes*.” 

20. Athanasius (+ 373) in his Orat. i. contra Arianos, § i. vol, i. p. 
327, cites John i. 1, and then says, cai éy amoxadver rade Ever, 6 Ov 
Kai 6 Hv Kal 6 goyopevoe. 

21. Gregory of Nyssa, brother of Basil the Great (+ 395), Opp. vol. 
li. p. 44, ed. Paris, says, xovoa rod evayyetarod “Iwdvvov éy dmoxpudote 
mp0¢ Tove ToLovTOUe Ov airiyparoe éyovTog we dEdv AkpiBwe Céey peV 
ndvTws TH Trevpart, KareyOae dé TH dpaorig’ bdedov yap Hoda dnor 
uypoe f) Ceordc, k.7.d. Rev. ii. 15. Of course this cannot mean that 
the Revelation is what we now commonly know as an apocryphal book, 
or, as Liicke remarks, the sentence would contradict itself: but dzé- 
kpvga here is equivalent to pvoriwa or mpopnrmd: in the same way as 
Dion. Areop. vol. i. p. 246 calls the book rijv kpugiay cai puoruny én- 
olay rod Trav pabnrey dyarnrov Kat Oeoreciov. 

22. Didymus (+ 394) in his Enarr. in Epist. Joann. i. says, “ Ht in 
apocalypsi frequenter Joannes (the writer of the Hpistle) propheta 
vocatur.” 

23. Ambrose (+ 397) constantly cites the Apocalypse as the work 
of the Apostle John: e. g. De virginitate 14: “ Quomodo igitur ad- 
scendamus ad ccelum, docet Evangelista qui dicit Et duxit me Spiritus 
in montem magnum, &c.”’ Rev. xxi. 10: and De Spiritu Sancto iii. 20, 
“ Sie enim habes, dicente Johanne evangelista Kt ostendit mihi flumen 
aque vive, &c.” Rev. xxii. 1 ff. 

24. Augustine (+ 430) uses every where the Apocalypse as a ge- 
nuine production of the Apostle and Evangelist John. Thus we have, 
Ep. exviii., “Joannes apostolus in apocalypsi:” De civ. Dei xx. 4, 
“ Joannes Evangelista in eo libro qui dicitur apocalypsis:” Tract. in 


3 T have sought in vain for this citation in my edition and in its index, and have not 
access to the edn. of 1693. 
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Joan. xiii. 36,—“in Apocalypsi ipsius Joannis cujus est hoc evan- 
gelium:” see also De peccat. mer. ii. 7: de Trinit. ii. 6, &.* 

25. Jerome (+ 420), adv. Jovin. ii. 14, speaks of the Apostle John 
as also being a prophet, “vidit enim in Patmo insula, in quam fuerat a 
Domitiano principe ob Domini martyrium relegatus apocalypsin, infinita 
futurorum mysteria continentem.” And then follows, as also in his 
Catal. 9, see below, § ii. par. 12, Ireneus’s account of the place and 
time of writing the book. 

We shall have to adduce Jerome again in treating of the canonicity. 
And now that we have arrived at the beginning of the fifth century, the 
latter question becomes historically the more important of the two, and 
indeed the two are henceforth hardly capable of being treated apart. 

26. Before we pass to the testimonies against the authorship by the 
Apostle and Evangelist St. John, let us briefly review the course of 
evidence which we have adduced in its favour. It will be very instruc- 
tive to compare its character with that of the evidence for the Pauline 
authorship of the Epistle to the Hebrews, as collected in the .Prole- 
gomena to that Epistle. 

27. There we found that, while there prevailed in the great ‘majority 
of the more ancient Fathers a habit, when they are speaking loosely, or 
ad populum, of citing the Epistle as the-work of St. Paul,—on the one 
hand, all attempts fail to discover any general ecclesiastical tradition to 
this effect: and on the other, the greatest and ablest of these writers 
themselves, when speaking guardedly, throw doubt on the Pauline 
authorship, while some of them set it aside altogether. In course of 
time, we there also found, the habit of citing the Epistle as St. Paul’s 
became more general: then sprung up assertion, more and more strong, 
that it veritably was his: till at last it was made an article of faith to 
believe it to be so. So that the history of opinion in that case may be 
described as the gradual growing up of a belief which was entirely void 
of general reception in the ancient church. 

28. We are not yet prepared to enter on the whole of the corre- 
sponding history of opinion in this case; but as far as we have gone, it 
may be described as the very converse of the other. The apostolic 
authorship rests on the firmest traditional ground. We have it assured 
to us by one who had companied with men that had known St. John 
himself: we have it held in continuous succession by Fathers in all 
parts of the church. No where, in primitive times, does there appear 


* Tt hardly appears fair in Liicke to lay a stress on such expressions as this “ipsius 
Joannis cujus est,” as implying that Augustine thought it necessary to protest by im- 
plication against the opposite view. There is nothing in the expression which he 
might not very well have said in speaking of the Acts as related to the Gospel of St. 
Luke : in which case there was no doubt. 
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any counter tradition on the subject. We have nothing corresponding 
to the plain testimonies, of Tertullian in favour of Barnabas, or of 
Origen that there was an isropia come down that Clement of Rome or 
St. Luke had written the Epistle. In subsequent paragraphs we shall 
see how variation of opinion was first introduced, and why. ; 

29. But before doing so, it will be well to complete this portion of 
our enquiry, by mentioning those early writings and Fathers which, 
though they-do not expressly state who was the author of the book, yet 
cite it as canonical, or at all events shew that they were acquainted with 
and approved it. 

30. Among these the very earliest have been matter of considerable 
question. The supposed allusions in Polycarp, for instance, though 
strongly maintained by Hengstenberg, are really so faint and distant, 
that none but an advocate would ever have perceived them. Such are, 
e. g. the expression in Polye. ad Phil. ¢. 1, édcog ipiv x. ciphyn rapt sod 
mavroxparopuc, seeing that 6 wavroxoatwp is as a N. T. word confined 
to the Apocalypse, being in 2 Cor. vi. 18 cited from the O. T. :—in 
C. 8, pupyrat ody yevopefa rig Vropovite abvrov, because in Rey. we find 
} vroporvy (’Inoov], i. 9, 11.10. But so do we in 2 Thess. ii. 5; indeed 
it need not be an allusion at all, being a very obvious expression. And 
Hengstenberg’s next instance, which he calls as good as an express 
citation of the Apocalypse as an inspired writing, c. 6, ovrwe ody dov- 
_Agbowper abr@ pera PoPov Kal raane evraPelac, KaOwe arog évereiAaro, Kal 
ot evuyyeAodperoe Upde aTOoTONOL, Kal of TpOPirar ot TooKnovéarTEc THY 
éXevary rod kupiov fey, is in reality no instance at all, the citation being 
from Heb. xii. 28, and the following words being just as applicable to 
St. James and St. Jude, as to St. John. Nay, Hengstenberg’s argu- 
ment has two edges: for if the allusion here be to the Apocalypse, then 
we have a most important early witness to its not having been written 
by an Apostle. 

31. The passages which Hengstenberg brings from the Epistle of the 
Church of Smyrna on the martyrdom of Polycarp, are even more uncer- 
tain and far-fetched®. Such advocacy is much to be lamented: it tends 
to weaken instead of strengthening the real evidence. 


5 They are these: in c. 2 we read, TPOCEXOVTEC TH TOU 1 iain xaoure Mosd rogpeae 
xarepodvovy Bacdvuwr, did judg Hpac THY alwyioy segulae a abaryepasoneves: nal rd 
nip hv abroig uxpdy, 7d rH axnvoy BacavioToy, mpd bp0arpay yap elxov ey 
7d aidvioy cal pndérore oBevvipevor, supposed to be an allusion to Rey. xiv. 9—11. 
But why not to Mark ix. 44 ff. and parallels? Ine. 1, 0 OF dyrlenhoc ral Pacnavor 
kal movnods, 0 dvTiKéipevog TH yévelr TOY Oicaiwy, tOwy rd péyeBog adrou brah. 
piac, kai Ty an’ dpxijg aveiAnmroy Todtreiay, EoTEpavwpevov 7 TP Tis ag pe 
orepavy ..., supposed to refer to Rev. ii. 10, bat why not to 1 Vor ix. a * here 
might be a reference, which H. has not noticed, in 0 dyrexeipevoc TY. yéevel TWY ClKalwY, 
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32. The next testimony produced is however of a very different 
kind. Itis that of Papias, of whom Iren., Her. v. 33, 4, in adducing the 
traditional words of our Lord respecting the millennial abundance of 
the earth, says, ratra d€ cat Maniac Iwdvrov péev axovarhc, Todukdprov 
d€ Eraipoc yeyovic, dpxatog avho, éyypadwe émaprupel év TH TeTdyTy TOY 
atrov PiBrwr* Eare yao ait@ wévte Birla ovyteraypéva. It is well 
known that Eusebius, in his famous chapter, H. EH. v. 89, attempts to 
set aside this "Iwdvvov axovorhe by citing from Papias himself his asser- 
tion that he set down in his work what he had heard as the sayings 
of the Apostles, naming St. John among them. But there is nothing 
to prevent his having united both characters,—that of a hearer, and that 
of a collector of sayings: and Irenzus, the scholar of Polycarp, is 
hardly likely to have been mistaken on such a point. Now regarding 
Papias, as a witness for the Apocalypse, we have a scholium of Andreas, 
of Cappadocia, at the end of the fifth century (see Liicke, p. 525 
note), printed in substance in Cramer’s Catena, p. 176, at the begin- 
ning of the commentaries on the Apocalypse: epi pév rov Oeorvevarou 
rie BiBAov wepirrov pyKvrety Tov Adyor fyyovpeOa, roy paxapiwy Lonyooiov 
gnpi rod Oeoddyov Kat Kupiddov, meocére re Kai ray apxatorépwy Larziov, 
Eipnvaiov, MeBodiov kat ‘Inmodbrov ravrn mpocuaorupobrrwy ro aéidmoror’ 
map’ wy Kat hpeic moAdaC AaBdrvrec ahoppac ig rovTo éLnvOaper, Kawe év 
riot rérolg Yonoee Tovrwy rapeHéueOa. And accordingly, on Rey. xii. 
7—9, he expressly cites Papias’s work: Tammiag 6& otrwe émi ripe 
AdEewe ®, K.7.A. 

33. There seems to be ample proof here that Papias did maintain, as 
from what we otherwise know we should expect, the inspiration, i. e. 
the canonicity of the book. All that has been argued on the other side 
seems to me to fail to obviate the fact, or to weaken the great import- 
ance of this early testimony. See the whole discussed at length in 
Stuart, pp. 250—254: Liicke, pp. 524—546: Hengstenberg, pp. 101— 
116, I may be permitted to say, that both the last-mentioned Com- 
mentators have suffered themselves to be blinded as to the real worth of 
the evidence by their zeal to serve each his own hypothesis. 

34. The Epistle of the churches of Lyons and Vienne to the churches 
of Asia and Phrygia concerning the persecution which befell them under 
Marcus Aurelius, a.D. 177, is preserved by Eusebius, H. EB. v. 1—2. 
The citations in it from the Apocalypse are unmistakeable. In speak- 


to Rev. xii. 17: but it is at best uncertain. In ¢. 20, Incot ypiorod, @ 1) ddéa, TIpt, 
Koaroc, meyadwotvn, sig aidvac, auhy, which, H. says, is from Rey. vy. 18. This really 
is not worth an answer. 

° Surely this expression, émi rij¢ héZewe, meets Liicke’s very improbable notion 
(p. 530 f.) that the extract which follows had no reference to the passage in the text of 
the Apocalypse. 
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ing of the martyr, Vettius Epagathus, they say, fv yao kal tore yrhotoe 
XPtorou paOnric akoovddy TO apviy dxov dv trdyy (Rev. xiv. 4). They 
account for the rage of the Pagans against the Christians by its being 
the fulfilment of Rev. xxii. 11, tra } ypagy TANOWAN, 6 dvopog AvopNodrw 
ére kat 6 Skacoc OxawwOhrw ere’. They call Christ 6 morde x. cdnOuvoc 
Pdpruc, and 6 rowrdroxoc roy vexody, expressions manifestly taken from 
Rev. i. 5, iii. 14. See Liicke, pp. 567, 568. 

35. The testimony of Polycrates of Ephesus, in Euseb. H. E. v. 24, 
concerning the burial of St. John in Ephesus, has been pressed by 
Hengstenberg into the service of the canonicity of the Apocalypse, but 
is far too uncertain in meaning to be fairly introduced’. See Hengstb., 
pp. 125—129: and Liicke, pp. 568—571. 

36. Cyprian (cir. 250) repeatedly refers to the Apocalypse, and 
unhesitatingly treats it as part of Holy Scripture. In Ep. xiii. he says, 
“maxime cum scriptum sit memento unde cecideris, et age pcoeniten- 
tiam,” Rev. ii. 5; see also Ep. xxvii. li. In Ep. xxv. he cites the Apo- 
calypse as on a level with the Gospels: “tuba Evangelii sui nos excitat 
Dominus dicens, Qui plus diligit patrem &c....: et iterum, Beati qui 
persecutionem passi fuerint, &c....: et, Vincenti dabo sedere super 
thronum meum, &e.”’ Rev. iii. 21. 

In Ep. li., “ peenitentiam non agenti Dominus comminatur; Habeo, 
inquit, adversus te multa, &c.”’ Rev. ii. 20. 

De lapsis c. 4, “ipse quoque Dominus premoneat et prestruat dicens 
Et scient omnes ecclesiz, &c....”’ Rev. ii. 23. 

De opere et eleem. c. 4, “ Audi in Apocalypsi Domini tui vocem.... 
Dicis, inquit, dives sum, &c....” Rev. iii. 17. The opening chapters 
of the treatise, De Exhortatione Martyrii, consist of Scripture testi- 
monies strung together. In them he cites the Apocalypse as Scripture, 
ce. 2, 8, 8 (“et in Apocalypsi eadem loquitur divine predicationis hor- 


7 Some think this to refer to Dan; xii. 10. But the words there are very different, 
and not in this grammatical construction: and as the Epistle undeniably quotes the 
Apocalypse elsewhere, it is far more natural to believe them to come from it. This 
being so, the words iva 1) ypag7) mAnpwOy are very important. Liticke himself acknow- 
ledges this; supposing however that Irenwus and the Asiatic Greeks who came over 
into Gaul, brought with them the belief of the canonicity into the Gallican churches. 
Such a concession is not to be despised. 

8 Hengstb. maintains that in the words, "Iwaryne¢ 6 éxt rd ornPoc Tov KUpiov ava- 

meausy, dc éyeviOn tepede Td TéTadoy TepopEKwe Kai papTug Kai CudaoKadoe, the papruc 
alludes to the paprupia of Rev. i. 9, and the ispede «.7.A. to his having penetrated the 
Apocalyptic mysteries. It is obvious that nothing can be more unsafe, than to reason on 
such hypotheses. Liicke’s view which refers the paprve to the exile at Patmos, and the 
other to St. John’s position as patriarch of the Asiatic churches, is just as likely. Nay, 
with regard to pdprug, is not a third view more likely still? For if he was banished 
to Patmos, did r2)v paprupiay Incod, the paprupia preceded and occasioned the exile, 
and means his preaching and testimony in Ephesus or elsewhere. 
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tatio dicens”), 10,11, 12. The same is the case in the Libri Testimo- 
niorum. 

Besides these places Stuart quotes from his works, p. 168, “ Aquas 
namque populos significare in Apocalypsi Scriptura divina declarat, 
dicens, Aque, &c.”” Rev. xvii. 15. 

37. Athanasius® (+ cir. 373) gives in his étoroAy Eopraarixh, a list of 
the books of the sacred canon, dividing.them into three classes: the first 
of these being the canonical, which are the sources of salvation: in 
which only is the true doctrine of religion declared, to which no man 
can add, and from which none can take away: the second ecclesiastical 
—such as may be read in the church for edification, but are not inspired : 
the third, apocryphal, written by heretics, and supposititious. In the 
first class he places the Apocalypse: and in his writings accordingly he 
refers to it frequently’. ; 

38. In Chrysostom’s own works we have no comments on the Apoca- 
lypse, nor any distinct references to it as Scripture. That he was 
acquainted with it, plainly appears from such passages as that in Hom. 
i. on Matt. where in speaking of the heavenly city, he says, carapd- 
Owpev ody avrijc ra Oewéhia, rag TUAAG Tac awd GaTpeipov Kal papyapiroy 
OvyKElpEvac. 

Suidas says under Iwavyne, déxerar dé 6 Xpvaodoropog Kal rac éEmcorodag 
avrov ropEic, Kai TY dmoKaduer. 

39. I recur again to Jerome’s testimony’. In his letter to Paulinus, 
he gives the whole sacred canon. And in including the Apocalypse 
in it, he remarks, “Apocalypsis Joannis tot habet sacramenta quot 
verba. Parum dixi pro merito voluminis. Laus omnis inferior est. 
In verbis singulis multiplices latent intelligentia.”” In his Comm. on 
Ps. exlix. he says, “legimus in Apocalypsi Joannis, que in ecclesiis 
legitur et recipitur; neque enim inter apocryphas scripturas habetur, 
sed inter ecclesiasticas.”’ : 

In his Ep. to Dardanus (vol. iii. p. 46, ed. Francf.) we have the pas- 
sage cited at length in the Proleg. to the Epistle to the Hebrews, 
§ i. par. 74, in which he says, “quod si eam (the Ep. to the Heb.) 
Latinorum consuetudo non recipit inter scripturas canonicas, nec 
Grecorum quidem ecclesie Apocalypsin Joannis eadem libertate sus- 
cipiunt: et tamen nos utramque suscipimus, nequaquam hujus temporis 
consuetudinem, sed veterum scriptorum auctoritatem sequentes, qui 
plerumque utriusque abutuntur testimoniis, non ut interdum de apocry- 
phis facere solent, quippe qui et gentilium literarum raro utantur 
exemplis, sed quasi canonicis.” 


9 See above, par. 20. 
' See contr. Arianos, i. p. 415; iv. p. 639; Ep. ii. ad Serap., p. 684, &e, 
2 See above, par. 25, 
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40. It is hardly worth while to cite later and less important authori- 
ties on this side. They will be found enumerated in Stuart, Introd. p. 
276: Davidson, p. 545: and still more at length in Liicke, pp. 638 ff. 
Of the general tendency of later tradition I shall speak below, parr. 63 ff. 

41. I now come to consider those ancient authorities which impugn 
the apostolicity and canonicity of the book. 

42. First among these in point of time, though not of importance, 
are the Antimontanists or Alogi of the end of the second and begin- 
ning of the third century (see Epiphan. Her. li.: Neander, Kirchen- 
gesch. i. 2, p. 907) who rejected the writings of St. John. ov« aidodyrat 
dé mad, says Epiphanius, of rowotro: cara rev bd Tov ayiov "lwavvov 
elonpévwy elomrCouevar, vopilorrec ph mn doa Ovrwrrat rHY adHOecav 
avarpérey . . . . paokovor 6€ Kara Tic amoxahvpews rade xNEvalovrec 
.... Then follow their objections against the book, which are entirely 
of a subjective character: ri pe odedet f drocdAduiie "Iwdvvov, Myoved 
foe wept exra ayyédwy Kal Exra cadziyywy ; and again, ddckovow arte 
Aéyorrec, Gre cime TaAW Todo TO aYYEA Tig ExkAnoiac TO év Ovaretporc’ 
Kat ovK Eve éxet éxkhynola xXpiotiavey év Ovareion. wae vby Eypade TH ph 
oven: &c. To these apparently Dionysius of Alexandria, presently to 
be cited, alludes, when he says (ut infr.), revéc pev oby reév TPO Huey 
nOernoay Kat aveckevacay mavrn TO [ByPdiov, Kal’ Exacrov Kepdhaoy Cuev- 
Ouvorrec, Gyvwordy tre Kal dovdrd\OytaTov amogaivorrec. wPevdecOat re Tiv 
éxvypagiy, Iwavvov yap ovK eivar Aéyovotv, GAN’ ovd awoxdAvy Eivat, 
THY opdopy kal mayxet KEKAAUPLEV NY T@™ THC ayvoiac mapaTerdopare Kal 
ovy Orwe rHy amocTOAwy TLvd, AXN ode Gwe THY Wyiwy 7 TeV aro. Tij¢ 
éxkAnolac rovrov yeyovevar ToutHy Tov cvyypappatoc. KijpuOov ce rov 
Kat am éxeivov KdnOeioav Know Oiaxyy svornodpevoy alpeow, aéorirov 
émipypica Oedijoavra rg Eavrod maopare Gvopa. Tovro yap elvae Tie 
Stdackahiac abrov 70 dbypu, émiyeov EoecOat 7iv Tov ypioTod ac.etlay, 
Kal wv avrog wpeyeTo prioowparog Oy Kal mdvy capKiKdc, Ev ToUTOLC OVEt= 
poonety EcecOat, yaorpoc Kal roy urd yaoréoa mANnoporaic, Touréare atrlotc 
Kal morotc Kat ydpotc, Kal ce’ Wy ebpnpdrepor Tadra g@hOn moptetadar, Evpratg 
cal Ovoiate Kal iepeiwy opayaic. 

43. I have considered it important to quote this passage at length, 
as giving an account of the earliest opponents to the authenticity of the 
Apocalypse and of the reason of their opposition. The student may 
further follow out the account of these Alogi in Epiphanius, |. ¢. They 
have been very lightly passed over by Liicke (p. 582) and others, who 
are not willing that their procession of opponents to the apostolic author- 
ship should be led by persons whose character is so little creditable. 
But the fair enquirer will not feel at liberty thus to exclude them. 
They were perhaps more outspoken and thorough, perhaps also less 
Jearned and cautious than those who follow: but their motives of oppo- 
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sition were of the same kind; and it is especially to be noted, as 
a weighty point in the evidence, that, being hostile to the authority of 
the writings commonly received as those of the Apostle John, they in 
their time conceived it necessary to destroy the credit of the Apoca- 
lypse as well as that of the Gospel.» ; 

44, The Roman presbyter Caius, a Noyiwraroe arhp according to 
Euseb. vi. 20, who lived in the Episcopate of Zephyrinus (i. e. 196— 
219), wrote a polemical dialogue against the Montanist Proclus, of 
which a fragment has been preserved by Eusebius iii. 28, speaking out 
still more plainly: adda cat KhpevOoe 6 Ov amoxadvewr we Vo &roarddov 
peydAov yeypappevwy tepatodoyiag huiy we Ob ayyédwy adro bedevypévac 
Wevddpevoc ewercdyet, héeywy pera Ty drdorac éemiyetov eivat ro Baci- 
Agtoy Tov xotorov’ Kal marty ércOupiae Kal fovaic év ‘Iepoveadyp thy 
oaoka ToXtrevopévny Covrevery. Kal éxOp0¢ vrdpxwy Taig ypapaic Tov Aeou, 
dpwWuor xiuorraeriag Ev yduw Eoprijc Oéhwy wravGgy Eyer yiveoOa. 

45. Some, as Hug, al., have in vain endeavoured to persuade us that 
some other book is here meant, and not the Apocalypse of John. No 
such work is to be traced, though'we have very full accounts of Cerin- 
thus from Ireneus (Her. i. 25) and Epiphanius (Her. xxviii.): and 
neither the plural dzocaktewv (which is also used by Dionysius, as 
cited below, of owr apocalyptic visions), nor the exaggerated account of 
the earthly Kingdom as promised (see the same in the objections of the 
Alogi as cited by Dionysius above) can have the least weight in inducing 
us to concur in such a supposition. 

46. When Liicke sets aside Caius in the same category as the Alogi, 
as having equally little to do with ecclesiastical tradition, we cannot 
help seeing again the trick of a crafty partisan wishing to get rid of an 
awkward ally. 

47, Undoubtedly the weightiest objector to the canonicity of the 
Apocaiypse in early times is Dronystus, the successor next but one to 
Origen in the presidency of the catechetical school of Alexandria, and 
afterwards bishop of that see (a.p. 247). This worthy scholar of Ori- 
gen (see Neander, Kirchengesch. i. p. 1229 f.) remained ever attached 
to him, loving and honouring him: and wrote him a letter of consola- 
tion when he was thrown into prison in the Decian persecution. This 
Dionysius, as he himself tells us, had become a believer in the Gospel 
by a course of free investigation, and unbiassed examination of all 
known systems: and after his conversion, he remained true to this 
principle asa Christian and as a public teacher. He read and examined 
without bias all the writings of heretics, and did not reject them, until 
he was thoroughly acquainted with them, and was in a situation to 
confute them with valid arguments. While he was thus employed, one 
of the presbyters of his church warned him of the harm which his own 
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soul might take by so much contact with their impure doctrines. Of 
this danger, he says, he was himself too conscious: but while pondering 
on what had been said to him he was determined in his course by a 
heavenly vision (épapa Oedreurrov mpocedOov éxéppwoé pe): and a voice 
distinctly said to him, “ Read every thing that comes into thy hands: for 
thou art well able to judge and prove them all (xaow évrbyxave oic ay 
sig xetpac AaBorg’ deevOdvery yao éxaora Kai dora ecy ikavocg ef): indeed 
such was at the first the source of thine own faith.” And, he says, “I 
received the vision asagreeing with the apostolic saying (droorohucg Gwri) 
which says to the strong (rove duvarwrépouc) Liveabe Odktpor TpameLirat.” 

48. The notices left us of Dionysius in the seventh book of Eusebius, 
entirely correspond with the above. And the judgment which he passes 
on the Apocalypse is characterized by sound discretion and moderation, 
I give it at length. 

After the passage already cited in par. 42, he proceeds (Eus. H. E. 
vil. 25): “Kai yap ei pa ovvinut, 4X trove ye vodv riva Raburepoy 
EyketaOac rvic piypaow. Ovx idiy radra perpwv Kai Koivwr hoytoup, rioret 
cé wAéov vépwr, ibndJdrepa 7} bm’ Euod Karadrngbjva vevoptka’ Kai obd« 
arodoxipalw taira & py cvvewpaka, Oavpatw dé paddoy Ore py Kai eldoy.” 
"Ent rovrac riv Odny tijg aroxadvewe Pacaricac ypaghy, advvaroy oé 
abriy Kara thy mpdxetpoy amodeiéac voeicOa Cidvoiar, éemupéper NéEywy 
“ Suvredécac oy Tacav, we eiveiv, THY xoogyreiav, paxapifer 6 moopyrne 
Tove Te gudAdaoorTag abrHy, Kat on Kal éavrdv. Makaoue yap nov oO 
Tnpav rovg Adyoug Tij¢ mpognreiac Tov iBdiov rovTou' KaywH "Lwavyne 6 
Prérwv Kat dxkovwy ratra. Kadeiabar pev ody abrov "Iwavyny, Kat eivac 
THY ypagiy Iwdvvov ravryy, obk avrep@. ‘Aylov péy yap eival tivog Kal 
Georvevorou ovvava. Ov py padiwg av ovrOeipny rovror civa Tov amd- 
arodor, rov viov Zefsedaiov, rov adedpov *laxwPov, ob 70 evayyéuoy TO Kara 
"lwdvyny émeyeypappevor, Kai f éxcarodAn H KaBorAuh, Texpaipopae yap &x 
re rou HOoue Exarépwr, Kal Tov THY Adywr ElCove, Kal THe Tov [BuBdtov dueé- 
aywyiis Aeyouernc, fy TOV abroy civac. “O pev yuo evayyedtori¢ obdapmod 
ro bvoua abrov mapeyyoaget, ovdE KnpUacEL EuToy, OUTE Cra TOU Ebayyedion, 
ovre due THe éxiorodic.”’ Eid’ wroPac, Taduy ravra AEéyer “'Iwaryne ce 
ovdapod ode we mepl EavTod obdE we mati Erépou' 6 0& aha econ ashy 
ypaac, ebOve TE Eavrov év aoxn mporaoce’ “Aroxdduiie “Inaod Xprorod iv 
Zdwxev abr deiéae roic Covhote abTov év raxet. Kal éofpavery amooreihac 
dua rod ayyédov adbrod TP dobry abrod "Iwdvry, Og éuapripnae roy Adyar Tou 
Oeod Kal Thy paprupiay avrou boa eldev. Eira cai émtorodny ypager’ lwarving 
rate éxra éxxdynaolae raic év rh Acia, xapec bpty cal eiphyn. ‘O O€ ye evay- 
yedtoThe, ovde rij¢ KaOoAuKijc EmtarodAre mpoeypaiper setae? \58 Bropay, ane 
dmepirrwc am’ abrod Tou pvarnpiou Tij¢ Oelac dmocakupewe fiparo 8) iy a 
doxiic, 6 ankdaper, 6 Ewpakapev ToIc GPOurpoig Huar, "Ei astty vap ™ 
amoxkadvder Kal 6 Kugiag tar Heérpov éuacdoisey eimwy Makapig et Lipwv 
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Bap lwrd, dre ote cat aipa ode decade cor, ddd’ 6 warty por 6 odparoc. 
"AN odd év TH Sevrépa pepopévy “Iwavvov Kat rpirn, Kat Tot Boaxetate 
ovcate értarodatc, 6 “Iwavyne ovopacrt modxetrat, GANA dvwrvpws 6 TpEeo- 
Bobrepoe yéyoanrat. Obroce O€ ye ov6e atrapKkec évopioen eicamaké éavrov 
dvopacac, SinyeioOar ra Eke, dN wader dvadapuPdvee "Ey “lwavige 6 
ddedgoc bpar, Kal ovyKowwroc év rH Biber Kat Pacireig Kal ev vroporn 
"Inood, éyerdunv év rH vio 7H Kadovpérn Harpy, Out Tov Oyor Tov OEod 
Kal ripy peaptupiay "Inood. Kai d4 cai mpoc TO Tédet TavTa cite Maxdiouoc 6 
Typ&yv rove AOyoug Tij¢ Tpopnreiac Tov Btfsrtov robrov. Kaye *Iwdvyne 6 
Brérav cat dkovwy ravra. “Ore per ody “lwdvyng éoriy 6 ravra yodgur, 
abrg AEyorre miorevréor’ Toiog Cé ovToc, &Oyrov. Ob yup eimey Eavroy 
ivat, wo Ev TO EVAyyediy moddaxOd, Tov Hyarnpévor bmd tov Kupiov 
padnrhy, odds Tov acetpov "laxwfJov, obde Tov abréxrny Kal abrijKooy Tov 
kupiov yevopevov. Eime yap ay re rovrwy tay mpocecnopévwr, cadic 
éavrov épupavioat Govrdpuevoc. "AA rourwy perv ovdév. "Adeddor dé hpeor 
Kal ovyKowwvor ime kat paorvpa Tycov, kat paxapioy émi rH Beg Kal axon 
Tov aroxaddiewr. TloANove cé bpwrdpove “lwavryn re atooTdho vopilw 
yeyovévat, ot Ore TY mpodc Exeivory ayarny, Kat TO Oavpaey Kai Sndovr, 
ayarnOivai re Opolwe avr@ BovdreoBat bro Tod Kupiov, Kal Thy éExwvopiav 
THY abriy horacarto. “Qerep kai 6 Matdoe rodve cat oy Kal 6 Térpoc év 
Toig TOY moray mutoly OvonaZerat. “Eore per ovrv Kal Ereoo¢ “Iwhryne év 
ratc modéeat TY amoarOhwy 6 ErecAnBeic Mapxoc’ bv BapraBac cai Maddoc 
éavroig cuptavéhafsor, wept ov kat madrw Aéyer Eixor éé cat ’Iwdveny br- 
D 2 9\ 5 ‘ ‘ wy oer! Peer ENS ees OF Ee \ 
noérny. Hi é& ovrog 6 ypaibac Eariv, obk ay gainy’ odd€ yap apixOat ody 
avroic cic riv ’Agiav yéyoamrat® adda ’AvayOévrec pév dno aro rife 
Tagov ot wept Matdov, 7AOor sic Mépyny rij¢ Mapgudiac. "Iwavyne dé 
amoxwpnaac an’ abvrey, bréotpeev sic “IeooodAvpa. “Aor O€ twa oipae 
trav év ’Aoia yevopérwy® éret Kat dvo daoty éy "Epéow yevéoGar prtjpara, 
Kal Exsdrspov "Iwdvrov éyeoOar. Kal aro roy vonpdrwy ee cal roy Pnudrwr 
kal rite avytdtewc avray, elxdrwe Erepoe ovroe map’ éKkeivoy vmovonOihaoerat. 
Lvvdoovar pey yao addHAote TO Fvayyédoy Kal fy Emcarodh, bpmoiwe TE doyor- 
rat, To per pnoty Ev dpyxy yy 6 Adyos’ ty Cé,“O ry drapyic. To pev noi 
Kai 6 A\oyog aups éyévero, kai eoxhvwoer ey Huiv, Kat EeacdpeOa ripy ddéav 
avrov, cddav we povoyevove Tapa warpdc’ Hy O& Ta adTa opiKOd maon\ay~- 
péva, “O dencdaper, 6 Ewpdcaper roig dp0ahpoic Huadr, 6 éOeacdueOa, Kat 
ai xEipec ay e~ynrdopnoar, wept rov Ad-you Tic Swipe’ Kat H Cw) EparepwOn, 
Tatra yao rooavaxpoverat dtatetvopervoc, we Ev Toie Elie édHAWOE T00¢ Tove 
ovK év capt ddoxovrac EAndvBévae roy Kbptov? OU & Kal ovriper Eripmeac 
Kal 6 ewpdcapev paprupovper, kat dmayyéddNoper bpiv rv Cony ry aiwvoy, 
H rte iv mpoc Tov warépa, Kal EpaveowOn Uuiv? 0 EwpdKaper Kai aknkdaper, 
amayyéoper viv, "“Eyerat avrov katrov mpobécewy ovk agiorarar. Aci 
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snare py TodAHY THY Cwiy, TOAV TO pwc, arorpoTHy TOU oKOroug, ouvexh THY 
ahnlearv, THY xapLY, THY xXapay, THY otpKa Kal TO alpa rod kuptov, THV 
Keto, Tiv apeaw TOY dpaprior, THY TEdC hpae aydany rov Oeov, rv mpde 
adAHAovE Iypac dyadmne Evrohhyv, we mdoac Et ouAdocety rac évrodac’ 6 
Eheyxoc Tov Kdopov, Tov CraPddov, Tod avrexplorov,  émayyedia Tod uyiov 
Tvebparoc, } viobecia Tov Deo, f) OwWdAov TéoTtc HuoY araroupévn, 6 Tarip 
Kat 0 vioc TavTaxov® Kal Odwe Ora TaYTOY yaoakrnpllovrac, Eva Kal Tov av’ror 
ovvoogy tov Te evayyediou Kal Tig emlaToATe Xe@ra modKkerrat. °AAovoraryn 
cé cai £évn mapa radra f arocddhuyte, pire E~AT TOME, MITE YELTVLM@GA TOUTWY 
pnoeri oxeddr, we eizetv, poe avrralyv rode abra Kony éxovoa’ dX’ ovce 
HVAMAY TLva OVCE Evvotav, odTE H ExtoTOA) Tio amoKadyPewe exert é@ ‘yap 
TO Evayyédov* ovTE Tie ExtaToATe H amoxadvyic’ TavAov bua rev émtaro\@r 
vrogivarrée te Kal wepl Tov droxadtbewy airod, ac ob« évéypape cal? 
avrac, "Ere 6€ cai rig podcewc thy dtapopay éore TEexprpacbar rod evayye- 
Aiov Kai rie EmaroAj¢e moog Thy droxdhufey. Ta pévy yao ob pdvor 
adxraigrwe Kata THY “EdAjvwr dwriy, AAG Kal Aoywrara raic AELEon, Toie 
cuhoytapoic, Taig ovrragect ric Epunvelac yéyparra. Tloddov ye ei 
PapBapdy riva Pbdyyor, i} codouceapdy, 7) Gwe idiwreapoy év avroic eipeb7- 
vat. “Exarepoy yap eiyev, we zotxe, Tov Adyor, augdrepa abro Kanan pevou 
Tov Kupiov, Tév TE Tic yvwoews, TOY TE THE dodcewc. Tourw dé amoxadvpuw 
Mev éEwpakévat, kal yveou eihngévar kal mpogyreiay, ove avrepd, CuddexTov 
pévroe Kai yA@ooar ov« akpyZee EAAnviGovaay avbrod PrErw, AN idiwpace 
pev BapBaprkoic Xewpevov, kal mov Kai codotkiZovra. “Ameo obk avayKator 
voy éxdéyery’ ov0€ yap éEmiokwrTwy, pi TLC vouion, TavTa cio, GAA peovoy 
THY avopodrnra CevOurwy TOY ypapor.” 

49. It will be seen that while on the one hand he separates himself 
from those who disparaged the book and ascribed it to Cerinthus, on 
the other he distinctly repudiates all literal interpretations of it as 
impossible, and approaches the enquiry with a strong anti-chiliastic bias. 
This wore especially appears, from a previous chapter of the same book 
of Eusebius, in which is detailed the proceeding of Dionysius with 
regard to the schism of Nepos, an Egyptian bishop of chiliastic views: 
Eus. H. E. vii. 24. 

50. With regard to the whole character of Dionysius’s criticism, we 
may make the following remarks : 

a) its negative portion rests upon grounds common to him and our- 
selves, and respecting which a writer in the third century, however 
much we may admire his free and able treatment of his subject, has no 
advantage at all over one who writes in the nineteenth. It is as open 
to us as it was to him, to judge of the phenomena and language of the 
Apocalypse as compared with the Gospel aud Epistles of St. John. 

b) the positive result of his argument, if fairly examined, is worth 
absolutely nothing. The writer to whom he ascribes the book is, even 
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to himself, entirely unknown: more unknown than Silvanus as a con- 
jectural author of the Epistle to the Hebrews: more unknown than 
even Aquila. The very existence, in his mind, of the other John, who 
wrote the Apocalypse, depends on the very shadowy words émei kai dvo 
gaciv év’Edtoy yevéobar prfjpara, Kat éxdrepov ‘lwdyvov AéyeoOat. 

51. And this latter consideration is very important. It shews us 
that at all events, the idea of John the Presbyter having written the 
Apocalypse was, in the middle of the third century, wholly unknown to 
ecclesiastical tradition in the church of Alexandria: or else we should 
never have found this seeking about and conjecturing on the matter. 

52. I shall treat, further on, the question raised by this criticism of 
Dionysius as to the internal probability of the authorship by the Apostle 
John. At present I advance with notices of those who impugned or 
doubted it in ancient times. 

53. And of those we next come to Eusebius of Czsarea, the well- 
known ecclesiastical historian. His opinion on the question is waver- 
ing and undecided. In his H. E. iii. 24, having asserted the genuine- 
ness of St. John’s Gospel and First Epistle, and placed the other two 
Epistles among the dvrikeydpueva, he proceeds, rij¢ 0 droxahiewc Eg’ 
EkdTEpov Ere vu Tapa Toig ToANOic TEpteAKETAL 7 Odea. duws ye pyy éK 
Tig TOY doxaiwy paprupiag éy oixelp Kapp Thy Ewixorowy C€Lerau Kat avrn. 
Again in the next chapter, in giving a list of the duoroyovmevae Oeiar 
yoagai, when he has mentioned the four Gospels and Acts and one 
Epistle of St. John and one of St. Peter, he says, érl rovroi raxréov, 
el ye pavein, TY arokddury lwdvvov, wep He Ta Cdkavra Kard Katpor éx= 
Onooueba. And a little below, when he is speaking of the 1é0a, he says, 
Ere te We Edn Hy Iwavvov cmoxadvie ei paren, Hy Tues We Epny aberovor, 
Erepoe O€ Eyxpivovat Toic dpooyoupEévote. 

54. In iii. 39, in adducing the well-known passage of Papias, ei é4xov 
kai mapynKkodovOnkwe Tic Tole moecBurépore EOOL, Tove TaV moeaDuréowy 
aia Aiyenist ti "Avdpéag i) ré lérpog eiwev i) ri Didermog 7} ré Owpdac 
}} “TdkwBog isti Twdyyne 3) MarOaioeg i ree érspo¢e THY TOV Kupio” padnray, 
a re "Aptoriwy kat 6 mpeo[sbrepog “Iwdyyng of rod Kupiov pabnral déyovarr, 
he says, &vOa cat émorioa dkwv ae KarapwWpovrre abre 70 “Iwarvov 
dvopa, Wy Tov pey mpdrepor Ilérpw cat “LacoPo cat MarOaip val rote or 
ep pes dal artigs eagic Ondov CLE EN TON tov 0° Erepov 

wavyny Ciaareihac Tov Ndyor Erépo.g Tapa TOV TOY amooTd\wY KpOLdY 
karardocet, moordéac avrov rov *Aooriwva’ capwe Te avroy moo [UTEpOY 
kebab we Kal dia rotvrwy arodeikvvaOat ripy iaropiav a&dnOH rev dbo 
Kara TH “Agiay opovupig KexpicOae eipnkdrwy, dvo re év "Edéow yeveoOac 
pyhpwara, Kad Exdrepoy "Iwavvou ere vor AEyeoOar, ole Kai avayKatov 7 0C~ 
éxew Tov vovr, eikdc yap rov debrepor, ei ph tec EOéAoL TOY TOWTOY TY én” 
ovdparoc pepopérny Iwarrov droxddu Ewpaxé var, 
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55. The student will observe how entirely conjectural, and valueless 
as evidence, is this opinion of Eusebius. Certainly Liicke is wrong in 
his very strong denunciations of Hengstenberg for describing Eusebius 
as studiously leaving the question open. For what else is it, when he 
numbers the book on one side among the undoubted Scriptures with an 
et gavein, and then on the other among the spurious writings with an 
et gavein also: while at the very moment of endorsing Dionysius’s con- 
jecture that the second John saw its visions, he interposes «i pi ric 
éOedoe rov mpwrov? That a man with the anti-chiliastic leanings of 
Eusebius concedes thus much, makes the balance of his testimony 
incline rather to than away from the canonicity of the book. I would 
not press this, but simply take it as indicating that in Eusebius’s time, 
as well as in that of Dionysius, there was no ecclesiastical tradition 
warranting the setting it aside as the work of the Evangelist. Adverse 
opinion there was, which found its fair and worthier employ in internal 
criticism, and issued in vague conjecture, resting on the mere fact 
of two persons named John having existed in Ephesus. Who and 
what the second John was, whether he had any right to speak of him- 
self as the writer of the Apocalypse does, or to address with authority 
the seven churches of Asia,—on these and on all such questions we are 
wholly in the dark. 

56. Cyril of Jerusalem (+ 386) is a more decided witness for the 
exclusion of the Apocalypse from the Canon. In his Catecheseis, 
‘iv. 85, 36, having prefaced the account of the twenty-two canonical 
books of the O. T. with mpoc ra amdkpupa pindev Exe Kowodr, he enu- 
merates the canonical books of the N. T., the four Gospels, Acts, 
seven catholic epistles, fourteen of St. Paul, and concludes ra dé Nowe 
mavra év Oevrépw Keia0w. Kal doa Ev ExkAnolate pr) dvayiwwoKera, Taira 
pnoe kara cavroy drayivwoke, Kabwe jKoveac. And it is to be observed 
that he appeals for this arrangement to ancient authorities: for he 
says to his catechumen, in the words alluded to in the last-cited clause, 
ravrac povag pedera orovoaiwe, dc Kai év ExkAnolg pera mappynolac avayt- 
PWOKOMEV. TOAV Gov Hpovipwrepoe Kal evuPéorepor oav ot camdorodor 
Kai of pxaioe éxioxorot ot rhe ekkAnoliag mpoorara, ot ravrag mapa- 
COrrec. 

57. Cyril no where mentions the Apocalypse by name. But he 
seems to use it, and even where he by inference repudiates it, to adopt 
its terms unconsciously. An instance of the former is found in 
Cat. i. 4, where he ae to his catechumen, speaking of his baptism, 
Karagurevy ic TOY vonrov mapdcetcov" Aap Pa vere ov Opa Kauvov Rey. il. 
7,17. Of the latter, in Cat. xv. 18, where, professing to get his par- 
ticulars respecting Antichrist from Daniel, and having said dricw «i: oy 
dvaoricerae BavtheEve Erepog O¢ bmepoicee Kakoicg mavrac roug EumooaUer, 
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he proceeds, kai rpeic Baridete rawevwcer, Opov O€ Ore aro THY céxa TOY 
TPOTEOWY, aro & roy Oka TOUTWY Tove THELe TaTELVOY TaYTWC Ore avrog 
dydoog acevoer: this last particular being from Rev. xvii. 11. 
Again,—although, ib. c. 16, he protests respecting the three and a half 
years of Antichrist’s reign, ob« & dmoxpopwy Aéyouer, aN ex TOU 
Aavj\,—in e. 27, he alludes to the heresy of Marcellus of Ancyra 
in these words, rov dpdxortdg éorty GAN Kepad) TeocHaTwe TeEpt THY 
Takariay avagveica (Rev. xii. 3). Indeed previously in c, 15, he had 
written dewor rd Onploy, cpadkwy péyac, dvOpwrowe deataywrtoroc, Erot- 
poc cig ro karamiv, evidently from the same place in the Apoca- 
lypse. 

58. Thus Cyril presents to us remarkable and exceptional pheeno- 
mena: familiarity with the language of the book, so as to use it uncon- 
sciously as that of prophecy, combined with a repudiation of it as 
canonical, and a prohibition of its study. It would appear that there had 
been at some time a deliberate change of opinion, and that we have, in 
these evident references to the Apocalypse, instances of slips of me- 
mory, and retention of phraseology which belonged to his former, not 
to his subsequent views. 

59. In the sixtieth canon of the synod of Laodicea, held between 
343 and 381 (see Hefele, Conciliengeschichte, i. 721 ff.), an account of 
the canonical books of the Old and New Testaments is given in which 
the Apocalypse is omitted. The genuineness of this canon has been 
doubted (Liicke, p. 361), but apparently without reason: see Hefele, 
ut supra, pp. 749 ff. We next come to the testimony of Gregory of 
Nazianzen (+ 390), who in his poem, weet rév yrynoiwy BiBdr\(twr rig 
Qeomvevarou yoagic, gives the same canon as Cyril, and adds, racac 
exec’ eb te O& TovTwY éKTdc, ovK év yynoioe. But here again, as in 
Cyril’s case, we are met by the phenomenon of reference to the book 
and citation of it as of theological authority. In vol. i. p. 516, he says, 
speaking of the angels presiding over churches, reiopac-pev &dove 
adAne Tooararety éxkdnalac, we Llwavine ducdoxer pe cua THe droxahvewe. 
And in another place, p. 573, he cites, in speaking of the Godhead of 
Christ, cat 6 dy cat 6 Hy Kai 6 eoxdpmevoc Kai 6 marroKpdrwp, adding, 
oupae wept TOU viod Eeyomeva. 

Liicke suggests in explanation of this, that possibly the churches 
of Asia Minor, especially that of Cappadocia, had excluded the Apoca- 
lypse from public reading in the church, on account of the countenance 
which it had been made to give to the errors of Montanism, and placed 
it among the drdxcpyga. This may have been so: but I cannot think 
his inference secure, that therefore we may infer the general fact, 
that the book rested on no secure ecclesiastical tradition. 

60. In the Iambi ad Seleucum, printed in Gregory’s works, ii. p. 194, 
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ascribed by some to Gregory himself, but more usually to Amphilochius 
of Iconium, we have the Apocalypse mentioned by name: ry 3 aro- 
Kadub tiv Vlwavvou mdduv reuvéc peév éyKoivovory, of meiouc bé ye vd0ov 
NEyovowy. ovrog aWevdéararoc kavay ay ein rev OeoTrebarwr yeaper. 

But it is to be noticed, that in the scholium of Andreas cited above, 
par. 32, he enumerates Gregory among those who recognized the 
canonicity of the Apocalypse. 

_ 61. After this, it will be sufficient to give a general view of the 
antagonism to the authority of the book. It was maintained chiefly in 
the Eastern church; the Western, after the fifth century, universally 
recognizing the Apocalypse. It is remarkable that Sulpicius Severus 
(Hist. Sacr. ii. 31, Liicke) says the Apocalypse is “a plerisque aut 
stulte aut impie”’ rejected. But as Liicke observes, he must have 
found these “ plerique”’ in the Greek, not in the Latin church. Pope 
Gelasius in his decree “ de libris recipiendis et non recipiendis’’ (500) 
gives the book its place in the Canon of the Catholic Church, between 
the Epistles of St. Paul and the Catholic Epistles. Primasius and 
Cassiodorus, in the sixth century, expound it as apostolic and canonical. 
But Junilius the African, the friend of Primasius, says, De partib. leg. 
div. i, 4, that only seventeen books, viz. the O. T. prophets and the 
book of Psalms, contain the Scripture prophecy: “ caterum,” he con- 
tinues, “de Joannis apocalypsi apud Orientales admodum dubitatur.”’ 
This he had learned from Paulus, a Persian, of the school of Nisibis: 
and he consequently seems inclined not to place it among the “libri 
perfects auctoritatis.” 

62. The fourth synod of Toledo (633) in its seventeenth canon, 
decrees that, seeing the Apocalypse is by many councils and Popes 
sanctioned as a work of the Apostle John, and as canonical, it should, 
under pain of excommunication, be preached on in the church between 
Easter and Pentecost. The Synod speaks of “plurimi qui ejus aucto- 
ritatem non recipiunt, atque in ecclesiis Dei predicare contemnunt.” 
This, Liicke thinks, points to doubters in the West also. But Isidore 
of Seville (+ 636) in his De officiis eccl. c. 12, having given the gene- 
rally received canon, speaks of many Latins who doubted of the 
Pauline origin of the Epistle to the Hebrews, of the genuineness of 
2 Peter, of the Epistle of James, and 2 and 3 John; but not a word of 
any who doubted about the Apocalypse. So that it may be after all 
that the Synod of Toledo, as Junilius, may allude to Orientals only. 

63. Henceforward in the Western church, with the sole exception of 
the Capitulare of Charlemagne, which, following Greek authorities and 
especially the Synod of Laodicea, excluded the book from public 
reading, we find universal recognition of the Apocalypse until the 
Reformation, 
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64. In the Greek church during the last noticed period opinions 
were much in the same state as in the fourth century. On one side we 
find rejection of the book, at the least from public ecclesiastical use: on 
the other, unsuspecting reception of it as a genuine work of the Apostle 
John. Neither side takes any pains to justify its view critically, but 
simply conforms to local ecclesiastical usage. Cyril of Alexandria, 
de Adorat. 146, says, 70 rij¢ aroxadvipewe LiBriov hpiv cvyrWeic 6 copoc 
Twdyrne, 0 wal raic rév watéopwy reripynrar Wypoce. The very expression 
here, it is true, betrays consciousness of the existence of doubts, which 
however do not affect his confidence, nor that of his contemporaries 
Nilus and Isidore of Pelusium ®. 

65. At Antioch, however, the opinion in cent. v. seems to have been 
different. Its greatest Father of. this period, Theodore of Mopsuestia 
(+ 429), never cites the Apocalypse in his extant writings and frag- 
ments, even where we might have certainly expected it. In the 
fragments of his expositions of the N. T. we have no allusion to it, 
even when on 2 Thess. ii. 3 ff. he speaks of Antichrist and of the second 
Advent; nor again in his Commentary on the twelve prophets. Oppo- 
nent as he was of the allegorical method of interpretation, he may have 
been withheld from receiving the Apocalypse by consciousness that no 
other mode would suit it: or he may have followed the older practice 
of the Syrian church, and the canon of the Laodicean Synod. Still, he 
rejected the Epistle of James, which both these recognized: and Liicke 
thinks he may have rejected the Apocalypse from the decision of his 
own judgment, helped by his disinclination to the book and the existing 
doubt about its canonicity: being one of those who, like Luther in later 
times, “den Kanon im Kanon suchten und fanden.”’ 

66. Theodoret (bishop of Cyrus, + 457) alludes two or three times 
to the book in his Dialogues on the Trinity and on the Holy Ghost 
(Opp. ed. Nosselt. v. pp. 1007, 1061, Liicke): but on 2 Thess. ii. and on 
Heb. xii. 22, he leaves it unnoticed, as also in his Commentary on 
Daniel. On Ps. Ixxxvi. 2, he seems to aim at describing the heavenly 
Jerusalem in contrast to the apocalyptic description. In speaking 
(heret. fabb. lib. ii.) of Cerinthus, and (lib. iii.) of the Nicolaitans, the 
Montanists, and even of the chiliast Nepos and his antagonist Diony- 
sius of Alexandria, he says not a word of the Apocalypse. Only in his — 
Dialogus Immutabilis (Opp. iv. p. 59) he once names it, and adduces 
ch. i. 9 with the formula ‘lwavyne gyoiv: but then it is in citing from 
Athanasius. 

67. After this, in the sixth century, the Syrian churches were 
divided on the matter. The Nestorians rejected the Apocalypse, 


5 Nilus de Orat. 75, 76. Isidor. Pel. Epp. i. 18, 188 so 7s 
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following Theodore of Mopsuestia and the Peschito: the Monophysites 
received it, following the Alexandrians, and Hippolytus, and Ephrem 
Syrus. See Liicke, pp. 644, 5, who thinks from certain indications 
that even among them it was not in ecclesiastical, but only in theo- 
logical use. 

68. In the Greek church in Asia Minor, we have Andreas, of 
Cesarea in Cappadocia, the writer of the first entire and connected 
Commentary on the Apocalypse. He fully and earnestly recognizes its 
genuineness and inspiration, and (see above, par. 32) appeals to the 
testimony of the ancients to bear him out: mentioning by name 
Papias, Ireneus, Methodius, Cyril.of Alexandria, and Gregory Theo- 
logus (of Nazianzum). It is perhaps hardly fair in Liicke to infer that, 
because he names so few, more might not have been adduced: hardly 
fair again to conclude that, because he promises to use their writings in 
his Commentary, and has not expressly cited them, he did not so use 
them, or was himself one of the first who explained the book. 

69. Arethas, who followed Andreas‘ in his see, and in his work 
of commenting on the Apocalypse, repeats in his prologue the scholium 
of Andreas on the Inspiration of the book, adding the authority of 
Basil the Great. But we are now approaching a time when, as Liicke 
remarks, it is really of small import who used the book and who did 
not, who regarded it as the work of the Apostle, and who did not. 
Still, a few facts stand out from the general mass, which may be useful 
as indications, or at all events have a claim to our attention. 

70. Such is the fact of the omission of all reference to the Apocalypse 
in the writings of Cosmas Indicopleustes in cent. vi. In his Topogr. 
Christiana, book vii., he treats of the duration of the heavens according 
to Scripture, and Liicke thinks must of necessity have cited the book 
had it been in his Canon. Still, he uses the Festal Epistle of Athana- 
sius, in which it is expressly included in the Canon. 

71. The second canon of the Trullian, or Quinisextan council, sanctions 
on the one hand the Canon of the Laodicean council and that of the 
eighty-five apostolical canons, both which omit the Apocalypse, and on 
the other that of the African Synods of the end of the fourth and 
beginning of the fifth centuries, which include it. Various conjectures 
have been made as to the account to be given of this (see Liicke, pp. 
648, 9). The desire to leave the question open (Liicke) can hardly 
have been the cause. We may safely leave such evidence to correct 


itself. 
72. The list may be closed with one or two notices from later cen- 


4 At what interval, is uncertain. Some place him as early as 540: others, not till 
the 10th century. See Liicke, p. 647, note. 
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turies, shewing that the doubts were not altogether forgotten, though 
generally given up. 

Nicephorus (beginning of cent. ix.), in his Chronographia compen- 
diaria, reckons only twenty-six books of the N. T., and does not mention 
the Apocalypse.either in the dyriAeyoperva or in the aroxpuga. 

73. A prologue to the book in the cursive codex 224 (cent. x. or 
beginning of xi.), after defending its canonicity and apostolic origin, 
apologizes thus for the ancient Fathers not mentioning it among the 
books to be openly read in church: mepi yap roy avayKaiwy iv avrotc 
fh} orovdy, Kal Tpdc Ta Kareweiyovra loravro, TavTHY pn) EyKpivoyTEc adroic, 
H} Sue TO pepeKwe pay ExriDeoOat avrove, 7) dea 7d daagec adbrijc Kai ducépekror 
kai ddlyotc SvadapPavdpevoy Kal voovpevoy, dXAwe Te oipae dua TO pede 
oupgepor eivar roig wodXoic Ta év aiTH [aOn épevvay, pndée Avorredéc. 

74, In the proemium given in Cramer’s Catena to the extracts from 
the comments of Cicumenius (cent. xi.), p.173, the canonicity of the 
book is strongly asserted, and its being piyate rij¢ dd rod él ro arHOoc 
dvakAtoewe Tijg Vrepbéou copiacg Tod Hyatnpevov, and not rdv vd0wy, we 
Tivécg TAdYM oVyKOOTOUPEVOL TrEbpure EXnowonoay. For this, the writer 
refers to Athanasius, Basil, Gregory, Methodius, Cyril, and Hippolytus: 
and then says ob dy rowovrote Kai rocovTore dyOpwrore rodTo CéKour, ei 447) 
TO pérpiov avr@ oecay orovdaldpevor. 

75. In the Church History of Nicephorus Callistus (cent. xiv.), he 
treats it (11. 42) as an acknowledged fact that the Apostle John, when in 
exile in Patmos under Domitian, wrote his Gospel and his lepdy kai 
tvGeov droxahufiy. Still, when enumerating the books of the canon in 
ii. 46, partly from Eusebius, he says summarily of the Apocalypse, that 
rivécg épavracOnoay that it was the work of John the Presbyter. 

76. It will be well, before passing to an account of modern opinion, to 
review the course and character of the evidence from antiquity. As we 
have before noticed, so again we may observe, that throughout, we have 
results here in marked contrast to those of our enquiry regarding the 
Epistle to the Hebrews. In that case there was a total lack of any 
fixed general tradition in the earliest times. Gradually, the force 
and convenience of an illustrious name being attached to the Epistle 
bore down the doubts originally resting on its authorship, and the 
Pauline origin became every where acquiesced in. Nothing could be 
more different from the history of the doubts about the authorship of 
the Apocalypse. Here we have a fixed and thoroughly authenticated 
primitive tradition. It comes from men only removed by one step 
from the Apostle John himself. There is absolutely no objective 
evidence whatever in favour of any other author. The doubts first 
originate in considerations purely subjective. 

77. These are divisible into two classes, anti-chiliastic and critical. 
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It was convenient to depreciate the book, on controversial grounds. 
It was found advisable not to read it in the churches, and to forbid it 
to the young scholar. And, as matter of fact, thus it was that the 
doubts about the authorship sprung up. If it countenanced error, if 
it was not in the canon, if it was not fit to be read, then it would not 
be the work of the Evangelist and Apostle. 

78. Again, to the same result contributed the critical grounds so 
ably urged by Dionysius of Alexandria and observed upon above, par. 
50. I have there remarked, not only how absolutely shadowy and 
nothing-worth is Dionysius’s oiua: that John the Presbyter wrote the 
book, but how this very word is most valuable, as denoting the entire 
absence of all objective tradition to that effect in the middle of the 
third century. 

79. Thus the doubts grew up, and in certain parts of the church, 
prevailed: the whole process being exactly the converse of that which 
we traced in our Prolegomena to the Hebrews. 

80. And, as far as the force of ancient testimony goes, I submit that 
our inference also must be a contrary one. The authorship of the book 
by the Apostle John, as matter of primitive tradition, rests on firm and 
irrefragable ground. Three other authors are suggested: one, Cerin- 
thus, by the avowed enemies of the Apocalypse,—an assertion which 
has never found any favour: the second, John the Presbyter, whose 
existence seems indeed vouched for by the passage of Papias, but of 
whom we know nothing whatever, nor have we one particle of evidence 
to connect him with the authorship of the Apocalypse: and the third 
John Mark the Evangelist, who is equally unknown to ancient tradition 
as its author. 

81. As far then as purely external evidence goes, I submit that our 
judgment can only be in one direction: viz. that the Apocalypse was 
written by the Apostle John, the Son of Zebedee. 

82. It will now be for us to see how far internal critical considera- 
tions substantiate or impugn the tradition of the primitive church. 

83. And in so doing, it will be well for us at once to deal with certain 
confident assertions which Liicke and others are in the habit of making 
respecting the testimony of the Apocalypse itself. 

84. Liicke begins this portion of his Introduction by setting aside at 
once the evidence of Justin. Martyr and Ireneus, on the ground of 
supposed inconsistency with the “ Selbstzeugniss”’ of the writer him- 
self;—he cannot be the Apostle and Evangelist, “because he plainly 
distinguishes himself from the Apostles ;”—referring back to a previous 
section for the confirmation of this assertion. On looking there, we 
find “in ch. xxi. 14, in describing the heavenly Jerusalem, he speaks 
expressly of the twelve Apostles of Christ and their names on the twelve 
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foundation stones of the celestial city, but apparently in such a manner 
as not in any way to include himself among them, but rather to exclude 
himself from them, and to speak of them as a higher and special class 
of servants and messengers of God.” 

85. Now let the reader observe that the “apparently” (“augen- 
scheinlich”’) of the former section has become “ plainly” (“ deutlich ”’”) 
in the latter: for it is thus that even the best of the Germans are often 
apt to creep on, and to build up a whole fabric of argument upon an 
inference which at first was to themselves merely an uncertainty. 

86. In this particular case, the original assertion has in fact no 
ground to rest upon. The apocalyptic writer is simply describing the 
heavenly city as it was shewn to him. On the foundations are the 
names of the twelve Apostles of the Lamb. Now we may fairly ask, 
What reason can be given, why the beloved Apostle should not have 
related this? Was he who, with his brother James, sought for the 
highest place of honour in the future kingdom, likely to have depre- 
ciated the apostolic dignity just because he himself was one of the 
Twelve ? and on the other hand, was he whose personal modesty was as 
notable as his apostolic zeal, likely, in relating such high honour done to 
the Twelve, to insert a notice providing against the possible mistake 
being made of not counting himself among them ?P 

87. So that the first tentative introduction, and the very confident 
after-assertion, of this testimony of the book itself, are alike groundless. 
A similar instance will be found below, when we come to discuss the 
time and place of writing, of confident assertion respecting two sup- 
posed notices of date contained in the book itself. They turn out to be 
altogether dependent for their relevancy on a particular method of 
interpretation, not borne out by fair exegesis. 

88. The notices contained in the Apocalypse respecting its writer 
may be stated as follows: 

First, his name is John, ch. i. 1, 4, 9, xxii. 8. 

89. Secondly, he was known to, and of account among, the churches 
of proconsular Asia, 

' 90. Thirdly, he was in exile (for so we submit must the words of ch. 
i. 9 be understood: see note there) in the island of Patmos on account 
of his Christian testimony. 

We may add to these personal notices, that he takes especial pains 
to assert the accuracy of his testimony, both in the beginning and at 
the end of his book: ch. i. 2, xxii. 8. 

91. Now thus far we have nothing which goes against the eccle- 
siastical tradition that he was the Apostle and Evangelist John. In 
the latter part of his life, this Apostle was thus connected with procon- 
sular Asia, long residing, and ultimately dying at Ephesus: see Prole- 
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gomena to vol. L., ch. v. § i. 9 ff. It is impossible to reject this con- 
current testimony of Christian antiquity : nor have even those done so, 
whose doubts on the Apocalypse are the strongest. 

92. Again, the exile of the Apostle John in Patmos under Domitian 
is matter of primitive tradition, apparently distinct from the notice con- 
tained in the Apocalypse: for 1s return from it under Nerva, of which 
no notice is contained in that book, is stated as such by Eusebius: 
tore (when the Senate after Domitian’s death decreed that the unjustly 
exiled should return to their homes) 67 ody Kai roy amdorodov *Iwavynv 
aro Tice Kara THY vaooY gvyiic Ty éwi rijc Epéoov duarpiPhy awedngévar, 
6 THY Tap’ hiv apyatwy rapadidwor Adyoc, H. E. iii. 20. And again, 
ib. 23, ért robroe kara ry ’Aciay ere To Bip mepitertdpevog adroe éxeivoc 
by Hydra 6 "Inootc andorodoe opov Kat svayyehtaTHc “Iwavrng tac abrobe 
dteimey éxkAnolac, and rij¢ Kara THY vijcovy pera THY Aopertavov redeuThy 
éravehOwy dvyifc. 

93. Equally definite is the tradition, that St. John lived on among 
the Asiatic churches till the time of Trajan: see Prolegg. vol. I., ut 
supra. 

94. It is worth while just to pause by the way, and consider, in what 
situation we are placed by these traditions. To reject them altogether 
would be out of all reason: and this is not done by Liicke himself. 
So that we must either suppose that portion of them which regards the 
exile to have found its way in, owing to the notice of Rev. i. 9, or to 
have been, independently of that notice, the result of a confusion in 
men’s minds between two persons of the same name, John. Hither of 
these is undoubtedly possible : but it is their probability, in the face of 
other evidence, which we have to estimate. 

95. We may safely ask then, was either of these mistakes at all 
likely to have been made by Irenwus, who could write as follows: 
Ocre pe OvvacOa simeiy cal roy rémwov év'p Kabelopevoc dtehéyero 6 paxdptoc 
TloAvKaproc, Kai rag mpoddouc aro Kat ric Eigddove Kai Tov Xapakrijpa Tov 
Biov cal ry rot chparog idéay Kat rac duadéterc de Ewoteiro TpdG TO TAHVoc, 
kai ry pera "Iwdvvov cvvavacrpopyy ws amnyyere, kat ryy TeV owToY 
THY EWDAKOTWY TOY KUpLOY, Kal wo amEMYNMOVEVE rove Adyouc a’rayv. I own 
it seems to me out of all probability that such a writer, in ascribing the 
Apocalypse to John the Apostle, could have confused him with another 
person of the same name. If we ever have trustworthy personal tradi- 
tion, it is surely when it mounts up to those who saw and conversed 
with him respecting whom we wish to be informed. 

96. It may be said indeed, that Irenzus does not mention the exile 
in Patmos. But this would be mere trifling: he does not, simply 
because he had no occasion to do so: but his own date of the seeing of 
the Apocalypse, at the end of the reign of Domitian (see above, par. 7), 
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would in combination with other notices, be sufficient to imply it: and 
besides, he admits it by inference from his unhesitatingly adopting the 
book as written by the Apostle. 

97. It seems then to me that the course of primitive tradition, even 
among those who did not believe the Apocalypse to have been written 
by the Apostle, asserts of him that he was exiled in Patmos under 
Domitian: and that we have no reasonablé ground for supposing this 
view to have arisen from’any confusion of persons, or to have been 
adopted merely from the book itself. Persons are appealed to, who 
knew and saw and heard the Apostle himself: and those who thus 
appeal were not likely to have made a mistake in a point of such vital 
importance. 

98. We now come to a weighty and difficult part of our present 
enquiry: how far the matter and style of the Apocalypse bear out this 
result of primitive tradition. The reader will have seen, by the pre- 
vious chapters of these Prolegomena, that I am very far from de- 
precating, or depreciating, such a course of criticism. I do not, as 
some of those who have upheld against all criticism the commonly 
received views, characterize such an enquiry as presumptuous, or its 
results as uncertain and vague. It is one which the soundest and best 
critics of all ages have followed, from Origen and Dionysius of Alexan- 
dria down to Bleek and Liicke: and, as I have elsewhere observed, 
is one which will be more esteemed in proportion as biblical science is 
spread and deepened. 

99. In applying it to the book before us, certainly the upholder 
of the primitive tradition of its Authorship is not encouraged by first 
appearances. He is met at once by the startling phenomena so ably 
detailed by Dionysius of Alexandria at the end of his judgment (above, 
par. 48). The Greek consttuction of the Gospel and Epistle °, though 
peculiar, is smooth and unexceptionable, free from any thing like 
barbarism-or soloecism in grammar: ov pdvoy dmraictwe Kata tiv ‘EAXH- 
vwv pwviv, says Dionysius, dAAd cal oywrara raic Aékeat, roic ovAdo- 
ylopotc, raic ovvrdkeot ric Eppnveiac yéypanrac. When however we 
come to compare that of the Writer of the Apocalypse, we find, at first 
sight, all this reversed: dutdexrov kal yAwooar ob« axpydec EAAnriZoveav 
avrov Pr€rw, dN idupaoe pév BapBaprxoic xowpevor, Kat mov Kat codot- 
xi~ovra, 

100. All this must be freely acknowledged, and is abundantly exem- 
plified in the following Commentary. The question for us however is 


5 I speak in the course of this argument of the first Epistle only, as undoubted; not 
that I do not believe the second and third to be genuine and characteristic also. See 
above, chap. vi. § I. 
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one which lies deeper than the surface, and beyond mere first appear- 
ances. It presents itself to us in a double form: 

1) Is there any account which might be given of this great dis- 
similarity, consistent with identity of Authorship ? 

2) Are there any indications of that identity, lying beneath the sur- 
face, notwithstanding this great dissimilarity ? 

101. In reply to the first question, several thoughts at once suggest 
themselves as claiming mention and contributing to its solution. The 
subject of the Apocalypse is so different from those of the Gospel and 
Epistle, that we may well expect a not inconsiderable difference of style. 
In those, the Writer is, under divine guidance, calmly arranging his 
material, in full ee aa and deliberately putting forth the 
product, in words, of his own reflectiveness: in this, on the other hand, 
he is the rapt seer, borne along from vision to vision, speaking in a 
region and character totally different®. Is this circumstance any con- 
tribution to our reply ? Let us consider further. _ 

102. St. John was not a Greek, but a Galilean. To speak a certain 
kind of Greek was probably natural to him, as to almost all the in- 
habitants of Palestine of his time. But to write the Greek of his 
Gospel and Epistle, can hardly but have been to him matter of effort. 
Or to put it in another point of view, the diction and form in which 
they were conveyed were the result of the deliberate exercise of a 
special gift of the Spirit, matured by practice, and deemed necessary 
for the purpose of those writings, to be put forth in them. 

103. In the Apocalypse, the case may be conceived to have been 
different, The necessarily rhapsodical and mysterious character of that 
book may have led to the Apostle being left more to his vernacular and 
less correct Greek. Circumstances too may have contributed to this. 
The visions may have been set down in the solitude of exile, far from 
friends, and perhaps from the appliances of civilized life. The Hebra- 
istic style may have come more naturally in a writing so fashioned on 
Old Testament models, and bound by so many links to the prophecies of 
Hebrew prophets. The style too of advanced age may have dropped the 
careful elaboration of the preceding years, and resumed the rougher 
character of early youth. 

104. I do not say that these considerations are enough to account for 
the great diversity which is presented: nay, I fairly own, that taken 
alone, they are not: and that the difficulty has never yet been tho- 
roughly solved. Still I do not conceive that we are at liberty to cut the 
knot by denying the Apostolic Authorship, which primitive tradition has 


6 Since writing this I see in Davidson’s Introduction, p. 587, “As Guerike has well 
expressed it (Einleitung, p. 559), the Gospel was conceived and written ty rp vot, in 
the understanding: but the Apocalypse év rq mvedpart, in the Spirit.” 

225 | p 2 


PROLEGOMENA. | REVELATION. [cH. VIIT. 


so firmly established. Far better is it to investigate patiently, and not, 
by blind partisanship on either side, to stop the way against unfettered 
search for a better account of the phenomena than has hitherto been 
given. 

105. It has been shewn more than once, and in our own country by 
Dr. Davidson in his Introduction, pp. 561 ff., that the roughnesses and 
soleecisms in the Apocalypse have been, for the purposes of argument, 
very much exaggerated: that there are hardly any, which may not be 
paralleled in classical authors themselves, and that their more frequent 
occurrence here is no more than is due to the peculiar nature of the 
subject and occasion. This consideration should be borne in mind, and 
the matter investigated by the student for himself. 

106. Our second question asked above was, whether there are any 
marks of identity of Authorship linking together the Gospel, Epistle, 
and Apocalypse, notwithstanding this great and evident dissimilarity ? 

107. The individual character of the Writer of the Gospel and 
Epistle stands forth evident and undoubted. We seem to know him in 
a moment. Even in the report of sayings of our Lord common to him 
and the other Evangelists, the peculiar tinge of expression, the choice 
and collocation of words, leave no doubt whose report we are reading. 
And so strongly does the Epistle’resemble the Gospel in these particu- 
lars, that the criticism as well as the tradition of all ages has:concurred 
in ascribing the two to the same person. 

108. If now we look at the Apocalypse, we cannot for a moment feel 
that it is less individual, less reflecting the heart and character of its 
Writer. Its style, its manner of conception and arrangement of 
thought, its diction, are alike full of life and personal reality. So that 
our conditions for making this enquiry are favourable. Our two objects 
of comparison stand out well the one over against the other. Both are 
peculiar, characteristic, individual. But are the indications presented 
by them such that we are compelled to infer different authorship, or are 
they such as seem to point to one and the same person ? 

109. The former of these questions has been affirmed by Liicke and 
the opponents of the Apostolic authorship: the latter by Hengstenberg, 
and those who uphold it. Let us see how the matter stands. And in 
so doing (as was the case in the similar enquiry in the Prolegomena to 
the Epistle to the Hebrews), I shall not enter fully into the whole list 
of verbal and constructional peculiarities, but, referring the reader for 
these to Liicke and Davidson, shall adduce, and dwell upon, some of the 
more remarkable and suggestive of them. 

110. The first of these is one undeniably connecting the Apocalypse 
with the Gospel and the Epistle, viz. the appellation 6 XSyo¢ rod Oeow 
given to our Lord in ch. xix. 13 (see John i. 1; 1 John i. 1). This 
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name 6 déyoc for our Lord is found in the N. T., only in the writings 
of St. John. Iam aware of the ingenuity with which Liicke (p. 679) 
has endeavoured to turn this expression to the contrary account, main- 
taining that it is a proof of diversity of authorship, inasmuch as the - 
Evangelist never writes 6 \dyoc rov Geo: but I may leave it to any fair- 
judging reader to decide, whether it be not a far greater argument for 
identity that the remarkable designation 6 Adyoc is used, than for diver- 
sity that, on the solemn occasion described in the Apocalypse, the 
hitherto unheard adjunct rov cod is added. 

111. Another reply may be given to our deduction from the use 
of this name: viz. that it indicates not necessarily John the Apostle, 
but only one familiar with his teaching, as we may suppose that other 
John to have been. All I can say to this is, that which I cannot help 
feeling to apply to the whole hypothesis of the authorship by the second 
John, that if it be so,—if one bearing the same name as the Apostle, 
having the same place among the Asiatic churches, put forth a book in 
which he also used the Apostle’s peculiar phrases, and yet took no 
pains to prevent the confusion which must necessarily arise between 
himself and the Apostle, I do not well see how the advocates of his 
authorship can help pronouncing the book a forgery, or at all events 
the work of one who, in relating the visions, was not unwilling to be 
taken for his greater and Apostolic namesake. 

112. Another link, binding the Apocalypse to both Gospel and 
Epistle, is the use of 6 v«éy, in the Epistles to the churches, ch. ii. 7, 
11, 17, 26, iti. 5, 12, 21 bis: and in eh. xii. 11, xv. 2, xvii. 14, xxi. 7: 
Compare John xvi..33; 1 John ii. 18, 14, iv. 4, v. 4 (bis), 5. It is 
amusing to observe again how dexterously Liicke turns the edge of 
this. 6 v«éy is never used absolutely in Gospel or in Epistle, as it is in 
the Apocalypse: therefore it again is a mark of diversity, not of iden- 
tity. But surely this is the very thing we might expect. The v«gv 
tov Kéopov, Tov rovnody, avrovc, &c.,—these are the details, and come 
under notice while the strife is proceeding, or when the object is of 
more import than the bare act: but when the end is spoken of, and 
the final and general victory is all that remains in view, nothing can be 
more natural than that he who alone spoke of v«g¢v rov kéopov, rov movn- 
p6y, avrovc,—should also be the only one to designate the victor by 
6 vay. Besides which, we have also the other use, in Rev. xii. 11. 

113. A third remarkable word, aAnOvdc, is once used by St. Luke 
(Luke xvi. 11), once by St. Paul (1 Thess. i. 9), and three times in the 
Epistle to the Hebrews (Heb. viii. 2, ix. 24, x. 22): but nine times in 
the Gospel of St. John’, four times in the Hpistle*, and ten times in 

7 John i. 9, iv. 23, 37, vi. 32, vii. 28, vill. 16, xv. 1, xvii. 8, xix. 35. 
8 1 John ii. 8, v. 20 ter. 
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the Apocalypse®. Here again, it is true, Liicke adduces this on the 
other side, alleging that while the Evangelist uses the word only in the 
sense of genwine—6 ahnBiwdc Oedc—rd pwc TO &dnOvdy, 6 dproc 6 aAn- 
O.vdc,—the Author of the Apocalypse uses it of Christ as a synonym 
with muoréc, Sikatoc, éytoc, and as a predicate of the Adyor, Kpioerc, dot 
of God. This latter is true enough; but the former assertion is singu- 
larly untrue. For in four out of the nine places in the Gospel, the 
subjective sense of adnOivdc must be taken: viz. in iv. 27, vii. 28, 
vili. 16, xix. 835: and in the last of these, dAnOcv7) avrod éorty i) pap- 
rupia, the word is used exactly as in Rev. xxii. 6, obrox of Néyou moTot Kal 
adn Otvol. 

114. The word dpvtoy, which designates our Lord 29 times in the 
Apocalypse, only elsewhere occurs in John xxi. 15, not with reference 
to Him. But it is remarkable that John i. 29, 36 are the only places 
where he is called by the name of a lamb, the word durée being used, in 
reference doubtless to Isa. hii. 7 (Acts viii. 82), as in one other place 
where He is compared to a lamb, 1 Pet.i.19. The Apocalyptic writer, 
as Liicke observes, probably chooses the diminutive, and attaches to it 
the epithet éogaypévor, for the purpose of contrast to the majesty and 
power which he has also to predicate of Christ: but is it not to be 
taken into account, that this personal name, the Lamb, whether apvde 
or dpvioy, whether with or without rod Oe0v, is common only to the two 
books P 

115. To these many minor examples might be added, and will be found 
treated at length in Licke, p. 669 ff., Davidson, p. 561 ff. The latter 
writer has succeeded in many cases in shewing the unfairness of Liicke’s 
strong partisanship, by which he makes every similarity into a dis- 
similarity : but on the other hand he on his side has gone perhaps too 
far in attempting to answer every objection of this kind. After all, 
while there certainly are weighty indications of identity of authorship, 
there is also a residuum of phenomena of diversity quite enough for the 
reasonable support of the contrary hypothesis. If the book stood alone 


9 ch. ili. 7, 14, vi. 10, xv. 8, xvi. 7, xix. 2, 9, 11, xxi. 5, xxii. 6. 
* I have observed the following which I have not seen elsewhere noticed, occurring 
only in the three books, or only in the peculiar sense :— 
1. ob déivacbe Bacralew dort, John xvi. 12. 
ob dvvy Bacracat cakotc, Rev. ii. 2. 
2. KexoTrLakwc é« Tic d0ouropiac, John iv. 6. 
ob Kexorrianec, Rey. ii. 3. 
3. dbo ayyédouc év NevKotig ... John xx. 12. 
mepiTaTHoovow per’ ésou éy AevKotc, Rey. iii. 4. 
4, The verb keiyar used of mere position, John ii. 6, xix. 9; Rev. iv. 2 only. 
- dvopa abt, John i. 6, iii. 1 (xviii. 10); Rev. vi. 8, ix. 11. 
6. Compare Rey. iii. 18 with 1 John ii. 20, 27, as to the ypicpa and its effects. 
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in the matter of evidence, I own I should be quite at a loss how to sub- 
stantiate identity of authorship between it and the Gospel and Epistle. 
But as it is, our main reliance is on the concurrent testimony of primi- 
tive tradition, which hardly can be stronger than it is, and which the 
perfectly gratuitous hypothesis respecting a second John as the author 
entirely fails to shake. 

116. Our question respecting the internal evidence furnished by the 
book itself is thus in a position entirely different from that which it 
occupied in the Prolegomena to the Epistle to the Hebrews. There, we 
had no primitive tradition so general, or of such authority as to com- 
mand our assent. The question was perfectly open. The authorship 
by St. Paul was an opinion at first tentatively and partially held: then 
as time wore on, acquiring consistency and acceptance. Judging of this 
by the book itself, is it for us to accept or to reject it? In lack of any 
worthy external evidence, we were thrown back on this as our main 
material for a judgment. 

117. But with regard to the Apocalypse, external and internal 
evidence have changed places. The former is now the main material 
for our judgment. It is of the highest and most satisfactory kind. It 
was unanimous in very early times. It came from those who knew and 
had heard St. John himself. It only begins to be impugned by those 
who had doctrinal objections to the book. The doubt was taken up by 
more reasonable men on internal and critical grounds. But no real 
substantive counterclaimant was ever produced: only one whose very 
existence depended on the report of two tombs bearing the name of 
John, and on a not very perspicuous passage of Papias. 

118. This being so, our enquiry necessarily has taken this shape :—Js 
the book itself inconsistent with this apparently irrefragable testimony ? 
And in replying to it we have confessed that the differences between 
it and the Gospel and Epistle are very remarkable, and of a character 
hitherto unexplained, or not fully accounted for: but that there are at 
the same time striking notes of similarity in expression and cast of 
thought: and that perhaps we are not in a position to take into 
account the effect of a totally different subject and totally different cir- 
cumstances upon one, who though knowing and speaking Greek, was 
yet a Hebrew by birth. 

119. Thus, all things considered, being it is true far from satisfied 
with any account at present given of the peculiar style and phenomena 
of the Apocalypse, but being far less satisfied with the procedure of the 
antagonists of the Apostolic authorship, we are not prepared to with- 
hold our assent from the firm and unshaken testimony of primitive 
tradition, that the author was the Apostle and Evangelist St. John. 
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SECTION: II. 
PLACE AND TIME OF WRITING. 


1. The enquiry as to the former of these is narrowed within a very 
small space. From the notice contained in the book itself (ch. i. 9) the 
writing must have taken place either in Patmos, or after the return from 
exile. The past tenses, guapripyoey in ch. i. 2, and éyevdpny ini. 9, 
do not decide for the latter alternative; they may both be used as from 
the point of time when the book should be read, as is common in all 
narratives. On the other hand, it would be more probable ab extra, 
that the writing should take place after the return, especially if we are 
to credit the account given by Victorinus, that St. John was condemned 
to the mines in Patmos. We have no means of determining the ques- 
tion, and must leave it in doubt. . If the style and peculiarities are to be 
in any degree attributed to outward circumstances, then it would seem 
to have been written in solitude, and sent from Patmos to the Asiatic 
churches. 

2. The only traditional notice worth recounting is that given by Vic- 
torinus: on Rey. x. 11. Bib. P. M. p. 419: where he relates that John 
saw the Apocalypse in Patmos, and then after his release on the death 
of Domitian, “postea tradidit hanc eandem quam acceperat a Domino 
‘Apocalypsin.” Arethas indeed says on Rev. Vii., 6 evayyedoric éxone- 
pyoetro ravra év ‘lwvig ry Kar’”Egecoy: but this is too late to be of any 
account in the matter. 

8. It has been remarked’, that the circumstance of John having pre- 
pared to write down the voices of the seven thunders, Rev. x. 4, appears 
to sanction the view that the writing took place at the same time with 
the seeing of the visions. 

4, As regards Patmos itself, it is one of the group called the Sporades, 
to the S. of Samos (Pliny, iv. 23. Strabo, x. p. 488. Thucyd. iii. 28). 
It is about thirty Roman miles in circumference. A cave is still shewn 
in the island (now Patmo) where St. John is said to have seen the 
Apocalypse. See Winer’s Realwérterbuch, and the Dictionary of Greek 
and Roman Geography. 

5. With regard however to the time of writing, there has been no 
small controversy. And at this we need not be surprised, seeing that 
principles of interpretation are involved. 

We will first deal with ancient tradition as far as it gives us any in- 
dication as to the date. 

6. Irenezus, v. 80. 1, in a passage already cited (§ i. par. 7), tells us 


2 Stuart, p. 215. 
230] 


§ .] PLACE AND TIME OF WRITING. [prozucomena. 


that the Apocalypse (for such is the only legitimate understanding of 
the construction) éwpd0n cyeddr éxi rijc hperépac yevede, mpog T@ rédet 
Tic Aopertavov apxijc. 

_ 7. Clement of Alexandria (Quis dives salvus, § 42, cited also by 
Eusebius, H. E. iii. 39), says érecd) yap rod ruptvvou reXeuTHoavroc, aro 
tig Uarpov rijc vhoou perjdOer sic riy”Egecoy, «rd. This passage, it is 
true, contains no mention who the tyrant was, nor any allusion to the 
writing of the Apocalypse: but it is interesting for our present enquiry 
as shewing, in its citation by Husebius, how he understood the date 
furnished by it. For he introduces it by saying that St. John rag xara 
tHy ’Aoiay duetrey ExkAnolac, dro Tie KaTa THY Vijcov pera THY Aopercavod 
edevriv éxavehOwy gvyiic, and cites Clement as one of the witnesses of 
the fact. 

8. Origen merely calls St. John’s persecutor 6 ‘Pwpaiwy PactrgEbe, 
without specifying which. And he seems to do this wittingly: for he 
notices that John himself does not mention who condemned him. See 
the passage quoted above, § i. par. 12. 

9. Eusebius, H. E. ii. 18, having cited the passage of Irenseus noticed 
above, says of ye kal roy Kaipdr én’ dxpiec Emeonuhvavro év Eree wEevTEKat- 
Oexarw Aoperiavod, pera mretdvwy Eréowy Kat DaBiay AoperiddXay iaro- 
piyoavrec, && ddehpijg yeyovviay ®daBiov KAhperroc, Evdc THY TnveKdde Eri 
‘Pounce Ouvvaray, Tig Eic KpLaroYv paprupiac Evexer etic vijcoy ovriay cara 
Tiwpiay deddcOar, And this same statement he repeats in his Chro- 
nicon, i. 80. In H. E. iii. 20 he gives the account of the return of St. 
John from Patmos in the beginning of Nerva’s reign, cited above, par. 92. 

10. Tertullian does not appear quite to bear out Eusebius’s under- 
standing of him, H. E. iii. 20: for he only says Apol. c. 5, after men- 
tioning the persecution of Nero, “Tentaverat et Domitianus, portio 
Neronis de crudelitate: sed qua et homo, facile ccoeptum repressit, 
restitutis etiam quos relegaverit.” Here he certainly makes Domitian 
himself recall the exiles. : 

11. Victorinus, in the passage above referred to (“quando hoe vidit 
Johannes, erat in insula Patmos, in metallum damnatus a Domitiano 
Cesare’’), and afterwards (“ Johannes, a metallo dimissus, sic postea 
tradidit hanc eandem quam acceperat a Domino apocalypsin’’), plainly 
gives the date: as also in another place, p. 420 : “ Tntelligi oportet 
tempus quo Scriptura apocalypsis edita est, quoniam tunc erat Cesar 

Domitianus .... unus exstat sub quo scribitur apocalypsis, Domitianus 
scilicet.” 

12. Jerome (de vir. illustr. 9) says, “quarto decimo anno secundam 
post Neronem persecutionem movente Domitiano in Patmos insulam 
relegatus scripsit apocalypsin . .. . interfecto autem Domitiano et 
actis ejus ob nimiam crudelitatem a Senatu rescissis sub Nerva principe 
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redit Ephesum.” So also nearly in his Chron. a.p. 95. See too his 
testimony above, § i. par. 25. 

13. So also Sulpicius Severus and Orosius, and later writers gene- 
rally. The first who breaks in upon this concurrent tradition is Hpi- 
phanius, Her. li., in two very curious passages: the first where he says, 
c. 12, torepor avaykaler TO dywv mwvevpa Tov “lwdyyny maparovpevor 
evayyedioacba, Ov evra Gear Kal rarevoppociyny, ext TH ynpadreg avrod 
HAtkia, pera ery éverixovra ric Eavrov Lwijc, wera THY av’rod ard Tie Madrpov 
érdvodoy, tiv éwt KXavdiov yevopévny Katoapoc: the other, c. 33, avrov 
dé xpopyrevaartog Ev xpdvote KXavolov Kaisapoc dvwrdrw, dre cic THY 
Tldzpoy vijsov irijpley . .. . 

14. Now it is plain that there must be some strange blunder here, 
which Liicke, who makes much of Epiphanius’s testimony as shewing 
that the tradition, which he calls the Irenean, was not received by 
Epiphanius, entirely, and conveniently, omits to notice. The passage 
evidently sets the return from exile in the extreme old age of St. John. 
To say that a considerable interval may be supposed to elapse between 
the éravodoc and his ninetieth year, would be mere trifling with the 
context. Now if this is so, seeing that Claudius reigned from 41 to 
54 a.D., putting the return from exile at the last of these dates, we 
should have St. John aged ninety in the year 54: in other words, 
thirty-three years older than our Lord, and sixty-three at least when 
called to be an Apostle: a result which is at variance with all ancient 
tradition whatever. Hither Epiphanius has fallen into some great 
mistake, which is not very probable, or he means by Claudius some 
other Emperor: if Nero, then he would still be wrong as to St. John’s 
age at or near to his return. 

15. The testimony of Muratori’s fragment on the Canon has been 
cited (by Stuart, p. 218) as testifying to an early date. But all it says 
is this: “Ipse beatus Apostolus Paulus. sequens predecessoris sui 
Johannis ordinem, nomine nominatim septem ecclesiis scribat ordine 
tali.”’ And the word predecessoris, as has been pointed out by Credner, 
merely seems to mean that St. John was an apostle before St. Paul, not 
that he wrote his seven epistles before St. Paul wrote his. 

16. The preface to the Syriac version of the Apocalypse published 
by De Dieu, supposed to have been made in the 6th century, says 
that the visions were seen by St. John in the island of Patmos, “in 
quam a Nerone Cesare relegatus fuerat.” 

17. Theophylact, in his preface to the Gospel of St. John, says that 
it was written thirty-two years after the Ascension in the island of 
Patmos: and in so saying, places the exile under Nero. But he clearly 
is wrong, as Liicke remarks, or his meaning not clearly understood, 
when he attributes the writing of the Gospel to this time: and more- 
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over he is inconsistent with himself: for in commenting on Matt. xx. 
22, he remarks that as Herod put to death the Apostle James the 
greater, so Trajan condemned John as a martyr to the word of truth. 

18. Jerome, adv. Jovin. i. 26, determines nothing, only citing Ter- 
tullian, “ Refert autem Tertullianus quod a Nerone missus in ferventis 
olei dolium purior et vegetior exiverit quam intraverit.”” But Tertullian 
only says, if at least De prescript. Heret. c. 36 be the place referred to, 
“ Felix ecclesia (Romana) ..... ubi Petrus passioni dominice adqua- 
tur, ubi Paulus Johannis (scil. baptiste) exitu coronatur, ubi Apostolus 
Joannes posteaquam in oleum igneum demersus nihil passus est, in 
insulam relegatur.” It surely is stretching a point here to say that he 
implies all three events to have taken place under Nero. 

19. The Author of the “ Synopsis de vita et morte prophetarum, apos- 
tolorum et discipulorum Domini” (ostensibly Dorotheus, bishop of Tyre: ' 
but probably it belongs to the 6th century), makes John to be exiled to 
Patmos by Trajan. Andreas and Arethas give no decided testimony on 
the point. Arethas, in commenting on Rev. vi. 12, says, that some 
applied this prophecy to the destruction of Jerusalem under Vespasian : 
but this is distinctly repudiated by Andreas: allowing however (on vii. 
2) that such things did happen to the Jewish Christians who escaped 
the evils inflicted on Jerusalem by the Romans, yet they more -probably 
refer to the times of Antichrist. Arethas again, on Rev. i. 9, cites 
without any protest Eusebius, as asserting St. John’s exile in Patmos to 
have taken place under Domitian. 

20. Much more evidence on this subject from other later writers 
whose testimonies are of less consequence,—and more minute discus- 
sion of the earlier testimonies, will be found in Elliott, Hore Apoca- 
lyptice, i. pp. 31—46, and Appendix, No. i. pp. 503—517. In the 
last mentioned, he has gone well and carefully through the arguments 
on external evidence adduced by Liicke and Stuart for the writing under 
Galba and Nero respectively, and, as it seems to me, disposed of them 
all. 

21. Our result, as far as this part of the question is considered, may 
be thus stated. We have a constant and unswerving primitive tradi- 
tion that St. John’s exile took place, and the Apocalypse was written, 
towards the end of Domitian’s reign. With this tradition, as has been 
often observed, the circumstances. seem to agree very well. We have 
no evidence that the first, or Neronic, persecution, extended beyond 
Rome, or found vent in condemnations to exile. Whereas in regard to 
the second we know that both these were the case. Indeed the libera- 
tion at Domitian’s death of those whom he had exiled is substantiated 
by Dio Cassius, who, in relating the beginning of Nerva’s reign, ‘hb. 
Ixviii. 1, says, pice dé rod Aopertavod ai eixdvec avrov . . . ouvexwvevOn- 


233] 


PROLEGOMENA. | REVELATION. [cH. VIII. 


cay .... kat 6 Nepovac rove re Kptvopévouc én” doctela apace, Kai rove 
gebyorrac Karhyaye . . . » Toi Oé dy AAXote ovr’ doeBEiac, ovr’ LovdacKod 
Piov waratriaoOaé revag cvvexwpnoe. 

22. Assuming then the fact of St. John’s exile at Patmos during a 
persecution for the Gospel’s sake, it is far more likely that it should 
have been under Domitian than under Nero or under Galba. But one 
main reliance of the advocates of the earlier date is internal evidence 
supposed to be furnished by the book itself. And this, first, from the 
rough and Hebraistie style. I have already discussed this point, and 
have fully admitted its difficulty, however we view it. I need only add 
now, that I do not conceive we at all diminish that difficulty by sup- 
posing it to be written before the Gospel and Epistle. The Greek of 
the Gospel and Epistle is not the Greek of the Apocalypse in a maturer 
state: but if the two belong to one and the same writer, we must seek 
for the cause of their diversity not in chronological but rather in 
psychological considerations. 

23. Again, it is said that the book furnishes indications of having 
been written before the destruction of Jerusalem, by the fact of its 
mentioning the city and the temple, ch. xi. 1 ff., and the twelve tribes as 
yet existing, ch. vil. 4—8. This argument has been very much insisted 
on by several of the modern German critics. But we may demur to it 
at once, as containing an assumption which we are not prepared to 
grant: viz. that the prophetic passage is to be thus interpreted, or has 
any thing to do with the literal Jerusalem. Let the canon of interpreta- 
tion be first substantiated, by which we are to be bound in our under- 
standing of this passage, and then we can recognize its bearing on the 
chronological question. Certainly Liicke has not done this, pp. 825 ff, 
but, as usual with him, has fallen to abusing Hengstenberg, for which 
he undoubtedly has a strong case, while for his own interpretation he 
seems to me to make out a very weak one. 

24, Another such assumption is found in the confident assertion by 
the same critics, that the passages in ch. xiii, 1 ff, xvii. 10 point out the 
then reigning Cesar, and that by the conditions of those passages, such 
reigning Cesar must be that one who suits their chronological theory. 
It is not the place here to discuss principles of interpretation: but we 
may fairly demur again to the thus assuming a principle irrespective of 
the requirements of the book, and then judging the book itself by it. 
This is manifestly done by Liicke, pp. 835 ff. Besides which, the dif- 
ferences among themselves of those who adopt this view are such as to 
deprive it of all fixity as an historical indication. Are we to reckon our 
Cesars forwards (and if so, are we to begin with Julius, or with 
Augustus ?), or backwards, upon some independent assumption of the 
time of writing, which the other phenomena must be made to fit? If 
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the reader will consult the notes on the place, I trust he will see that 
any such view of the passages is untenable. 

25. Upon interpretations like these, insulated, and derived from mere 
first impressions of the wording of single passages, is the whole fabric 
built, which is to supersede the primitive tradition as to the date of the 
Apocalypse. On this account, Ireneeus must be supposed to have made 
a mistake in the date which he assigns, who had such good and sufficient 
means of knowing: on this account, all those additional testimonies, 
which in any other case would have been adduced as independent and 
important, are to be assumed to have been mere repetitions of that of 
Ireneus. 

26. But it is most unfortunate for these critics that, when once so 
sure a ground is established for them as a direct indication in the book 
itself of the emperor under whom it was written, they cannot agree 
among themselves who this emperor was. Some among them (e. g. 
Stuart, al.) taking the natural (and one would think the only possible) 
view of such an historical indication, begin according to general custom 
with Julius, and bring the writing under Nero. Ewald and Liicke, on 
account of the ov« gorw Kal mapeorat of ch. xvii. 8, which they wish to 
apply to Nero, desert the usual reckoning of Roman emperors, and 
begin with Augustus, thus bringing the writing under Galba. Again, 
Hichhorn and Bleek, wishing to bring the writing under Vespasian, omit 
Galba, Otho, and Vitellius, relying on an expression of Suetonius that 
their reigns were a mere “ rebellio trium principum.” | Thus by changing 
the usual starting-point, and leaving out of the usual list of the Cesars 
any number found convenient, any view we please may be substantiated 
by this kind of interpretation. Those whose view of the prophecy ex- 
tends wider, and who attach a larger meaning to the symbols of the 
beast and his image and his heads, will not be induced by such very un- 
_ certain speculations to set aside a primitive and as it appears to them 
thoroughly trustworthy tradition. 

27. It may be observed that Liicke attempts to give an account of 
the origin of what he calls the Irenzan tradition, freely confessing that 
his proof of the date (?) is not complete without such an account. 
The character of the account he gives is well worth observing. When, 
he says, men found that the apocalyptic prophecies had failed of their 
accomplishment, they began to give a wider sense to them, and to put 
them at a later date. And having given this account, he attempts to 
vindicate it from the charge of overthrowing the authority of Scripture 
prophecy, and says that though it may not be as convenient as the way 
which modern orthodoxy has struck out, yet it leads more safely to the 
desired end, and to the permanent enjoyment of true faith. 
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28. With every disposition to search and prove all things, and ground 
faith upon things thus proved, I own I am quite unable to come to 
Liicke’s conclusions, or to those of any of the maintainers of the 
Neronic or any of the earlier dates. The book itself, it seems to me, 
refuses the assignment of such times of writing. The evident assump- 
tion which it makes of long-standing and general persecution (ch. vi. 9) 
forbids us to place it in the very first persecution and that only a partial 
one: the undoubted transference of Jewish temple emblems to a Chris- 
4ian sense (ch. i. 20) of itself makes us suspect those interpreters who 
maintain the literal sense when the temple and city are mentioned: the 
analogy of the prophecies of Daniel forbids us to limit to individual 
kings the interpretation of the symbolic heads of the beast: the whole 
character and tone of the writing precludes our imagining that its 
original reference was ever intended to be to mere local matters of 
secondary import. 

29. The state of those to whom it was addressed furnishes another 
powerful subsidiary argument in favour of the later date. This will be 
expanded in the next Section. 

30. These things then being considered,—the decisive testimony of 
primitive tradition, and failure of all attempts to set it aside,—the 
internal evidence furnished by the book itself, and equal failure of all 
attempts by an unwarrantable interpretation to raise up counter 
evidence, —I have no hesitation in believing with the ancient fathers and 
most competent witnesses, that the Apocalypse was written mpdg 7@ réAet 
tic Aoperiavov apxije, 1. e. about the year 95 or 96 a.D. 


SECTION III. 
TO WHOM ADDRESSED. 


1. The superscription of the book plainly states for what readers 
it was primarily intended. At the same time indications abound, that 
the whole Christian church was in view. In the very epistles to the 
seven churches themselves, all the promises and sayings of the Lord, 
though arising out of local circumstances, are of perfectly general 
application. And in the course of the prophecy, the wide range of 
objects embraced, the universality of the cautions and encouragements, 
the vast periods of time comprised, leave us no inference but this, that 
the book was intended for the comfort and profit of every age of the 
Christian church, In treating therefore the question at the head of 
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this section in its narrower and literal sense* 1 am not excluding the 
broader and general view. It lies behind the other, as in the rest 
of the apostolic writings. “These things,” as the older Scriptures, 
“are written for our ensamples, upon whom the ends of the world are 
come:” or, in the language of the Muratori fragment on the Canon, 
“et Johannes enim in Apocalypsi licet septem ecclesiis scribat, tamen 
omnibus dicit.”’ 

2. The book then was directly addressed to the seven-churches of 
proconsular Asia. A few remarks must be made on the general subject 
of the names and state of these churches, before entering on a descrip- 
tion of them severally. 

3. First, as to the selection of the names. The number seven, 
so often used by the Seer to express universality, has here prevailed in 
occasioning that number of names to be selected out of the churches in 
the district. For these were not all the churches comprised in Asia 
proper. Whether there were Christian bodies in Colosse and Hiera- 
polis, we cannot say. Those cities had been, since the writing of 
St. Paul’s Epistle, destroyed by an earthquake, and in what state of 
restoration they were at this date, is uncertain. But from the Epistles 
of Ignatius we may fairly assume that there were churches in Magnesia 
and Tralles. The number seven then is representative, not exhaustive. 
These seven are taken in the following order: Ephesus, Smyrna, Per- 
gamum, Thyatira, Sardis, Philadelphia, Laodicea. That is, beginning 
with Ephesus the first city in the province (see note, Acts ii. 9), it 
follows a line from South to North up to Pergamum, then takes the 
neighbouring city of Thyatira, and follows another line from North to 
South. 

4, As regards the general state of these churches, we may make the 
following remarks : 

We have from St. Paul, setting aside the Epistle to the Ephesians, 
not from any doubt as to its original destination, but as containing no 
local notices, and that to Philemon, as being of a private character,— 
three Epistles containing notices of the Christian churches within this 
district. The first in point of time is that to the Colossians (a.D. 
61—63): then follow the two to Timotheus, dating from 67 to 68. 
It is important to observe, that all these Epistles, even the latest of 
them, the second to Timotheus, have regard to a state of the churches 
evidently preceding by many years that set before us in this book. 
The germs of heresy and error there apparent (see vol. III. prolegg. 
ch. vii. § i. par. 12 ff.) had expanded into definite sects (ch. ii. 6, 15): 
the first ardour with which some of them had received and practised the 
Gospel, had cooled (ch. ii. 4, 5, iti. 2): others had increased in zeal for 
God, and were surpassing their former works (ch. ii. 19). Again, the 
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days of the martyrdom of Antipas, an eminent servant of Christ, are 
referred back to as some time past (ch. ii. 18). 

5. It is also important to notice that Laodicea is described (ch. 
iii. 17) as boasting in her wealth and self-sufficiency. Now we know 
from Tacitus (see below, § iv. par. 12), that in the sixth year of Nero, or 
in the tenth, according to Eusebius (and apparently with more accuracy), 
Laodicea was destroyed by an earthquake, and recovered herself pro- 
priis opibus, without any assistance from the Head of the state. How 
many years it might take before the city could again put on such a 
spirit of self-sufficing pride as that shewn in ch. iii. 17, it is not possible 
to fix exactly: but it is obvious that we must allow more time for this 
than would be consistent with the Neronic date of the Apocalypse. 
This is confirmed when we observe the spiritual character given of the 
Laodicean church,—that of lukewarmness,—and reflect, that such a 
character does not ordinarily accompany, nor follow close upon, great 
judgments and afflictions, but is the result of a period of calm and pros- 
perity, and gradually encroaching compromise with ungodliness. 

6. I may further mention, that the fact of the relation here shewn to 
exist between John and the churches of proconsular Asia, points to 
a period wholly distinct from that in which Paul, or his disciple Timo- 
theus, exercised authority in those parts. And this alone would lead us 
to meet with a decided negative the hypothesis of the Apocalypse being 
written under Nero, Galba, or even Vespasian. At the same time, see 
note on ch. ii. 20,—the mention of gayeiv cidwoOvra there identifies the 
temptations and difficulties which beset the churches when the Apoca- 
lypse was written, with those which we know to have been prevalent 
in the apostolic age, and thus gives a strong confirmation of the authen- 
ticity of the book. 

I now proceed to consider these churches one by one. 

7. Eruxsvs, the capital of proconsular Asia, has already been de- 
scribed and a sketch of its history given, in'the Prolegg. to the Epistle 
to the Ephesians, vol. III. prolegg. ch. ii. § ii. parr. I—6. More detailed 
accounts are there referred to. The notes to the Epistle will in each 
case put the student in possession of the general character and par- 
ticular excellencies or failings of each church, so that I need not repeat 
them here. In reference to the threat uttered by our Lord in ch. ii. 5, 
we may remark, that a few miserable huts, and ruins of great extent 
and massiveness, are all that now remains of the former splendid capital 
of Asia. The candlestick has indeed been removed from its place, and 
the church has become extinct. We may notice, that Ephesus naturally 
leads the seven, both as the metropolis of the province, and as contain- 
ing that church, with which the Writer himself was individually con- 
nected. 
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8. Smyrna, a famous commercial city of Ionia, at the head of the 
bay named after it, and at the mouth of the small river Meles: from 
which Homer, whose birthplace Smyrna, among other cities, claimed to 
be, is sometimes called Melesigenes. It is 320 stadia (40 miles) north 
of Ephesus. It was a very ancient city (Herod. i. 150): but lay in 
ruins, after its destruction by the Lydians (z.c. 627: ef. Herod. i. 16), 
for 400 years (till Alexander the Great, according to Pliny v. 31; 
Pausan. vii. 5. 1; till Antigonus, according to Strabo 1, xiv. p. 646). 
It was then rebuilt, 20 stadia from old Smyrna (Strabo, 1. c.), and rose 
to be, in the time of the first Cesars, one of the fairest and most popu- 
lous cities in Asia (Strabo, ibid.). Modern Smyrna is a large city of 
more than 120,000 inhabitants, the centre of the trade of the Levant. 
The church in Smyrna was distinguished for its illustrious first bishop 
the martyr Polycarp, who is said to have been put to death in the 
stadium there in a.p. 166 (cf. Iren. Her. iii. p. 176). 

9. PergamMum (sometimes Pergamus), an ancient city of Mysia, 
on the river Caicus, an émiparie modec (Strabo 1. xiii. p. 623). At first 
it appears to have been a mere hill-fortress of great natural strength ; 
but it became an important city owing to the circumstance of Lysi- 
machus, one of Alexander’s generals, having chosen it for the reception 
of his treasures, and entrusted them to his eunuch Phileterus, who 
rebelled against him (B.c. 283), and founded a kingdom, which lasted 
150 years, when it was bequeathed by its last sovereign Attalus IIT. (8.0. 
133) to the Roman people. Pergamum possessed a magnificent library, 
founded by its sovereign Eumenes (8.0. 197—159), which subsequently 
was given by Antony to Cleopatra (Plut. Anton. c. 58), and perished 
with that at Alexandria under Caliph Omar. It became the official 
capital of the Roman province of Asia (Pliny vy. 33). There was there 
a celebrated temple of Aisculapius, on which see note, ch. 11, 18. There 
is still a considerable city, containing, it is said (Stuart p. 450), about 
3000 nominal Christians. It is now called Bergamah. 

10. Turatira, once called Pelopia and Euippia (Plin. v. 31), a town 
in Lydia, about a day’s journey south of Pergamum. It was perhaps 
originally a Macedonian colony (Strabo xiii. p. 625). Its chief trade 
was dyeing of purple, cf. Acts xvi. 14 and note. It is said to be at 
present a considerable town with many ruins, called Ak-Hisar, and to 
contain some 3000 Christians. 

11. Sarpis, the ancient capital of the kingdom of Lydia, lay in a 
plain between the mountains Tmolus and Hermus, on the small river 
Pactolus: 33 miles from Thyatira and 28 from Philadelphia by the 
Antonine Itinerary. Its classical history is well known. In the reign 
of Tiberius it was destroyed by an earthquake, but restored by order of 
that emperor, Tacit. Ann. ii. 47 ; Strabo xiii. p.627. It was the capital 
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of a conventus in the time of Pliny (v. 30); and continued a wealthy 
city to the end of the Byzantine empire. More than one Christian 
council was held here. In the eleventh century Sardis fell into the 
hands of the Turks, and in the thirteenth it was destroyed by Tamer- 
lane. Only a village (Sart) now remains, built among the ruins of the 
ancient city. 

12. PuitaprLputa, in Lydia, on the N. W. side of Mount Tmolus, 
28 miles 8.E. from Sardis. It was built by Attalus Philadelphus, King 
of Pergamum. Earthquakes were exceedingly prevalent in the district, 
and it was more than once nearly demolished by them: ef. Tacit. Ann. 
ii, 47; Strabo xiii. 628. It defended itself against the Turks for some 
time, but was eventually taken by Bajazet in 1390. It is now a con- 
siderable town named Allahshar, containing ruins of its ancient wall, 
and of about twenty-four churches. 

13. Laovicra, Laodiceia ad ‘Lycum, was a celebrated city in the 
S.W. of Phrygia, near the river Lycus. It was originally called Dios- 
polis, and afterwards Rhoas (Plin. v. 29): and the name Laodicea was 
owing to its being rebuilt by Antiochus Theos in honour of his wife 
Laodice. It was not far from Colosse, and only six miles W. of Hiera- 
polis. It suffered much in the Mithridatic war (Appian, Bell. Mithr. 
20; Strabo xii. 578): but recovered itself, and became a wealthy and 
important place, at the end of the republic and under the first em- 
perors. It was completely destroyed by the great earthquake in the 
year 62 a.p.: but was rebuilt by the wealth of its own citizens, without 
help from the state, Tacit. Ann. xiv. 27. Its state of prosperity and 
carelessness in spiritual things described in the Epistle is well illus- 
trated by these facts. St. Paul wrote aun Epistle to the Laodiceans, 
now lost. See Col. iv. 16, and Prolegg. to Vol. III. ch. xi. § iii. 2. It 
produced literary men of eminence, and had a great medical school. It 
was the capital of a conventus during the Roman empire. It was 
utterly ravaged by the Turks, and “ nothing,” says Hamilton, “can ex- 
ceed the desolation and melancholy appearance of the site of Laodicea.” 
A village exists among the ruins, named Eski-hissar. 

14, See for further notices on the Seven Churches, Winer, RWB., 
and Dr. Smith’s Dictionary of Geography: from which two sources the 
above accounts are mainly compiled. In those works will be found 
detailed references to the works of variqus travellers who have visited 
them. 
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SECTION IV. 
OBJECT AND CONTENTS. 


1. The Apocalypse declares its own object (ch. i. 1) to be mainly 
prophetic; the exhibition to God’s servants of things which must 
shortly come to pass. And to this by far the larger portion of the 
book is devoted. From ch. iv. 1 to xxii. 5, is a series of visions pro- 
phetic of things to come, or introducing in their completeness allegories 
which involve things to come. Intermixed however with this pro- 
phetic development, we have a course of hortatory and encouraging 
sayings, arising out of the state of the churches to which the book is 
written, and addressed through them to the church universal. 

2. These sayings are mostly related in style and sense to the Epistles 
with which the book began, so as to preserve in a remarkable manner 
the unity of the whole, and to shew that it is not, as Grotius and some 
others have supposed, a congeries of different fragments, but one united 
work, written at one and the same time. The practical tendency of the 
Epistles to the Churches is never lost sight of throughout. So that we 
may fairly say that its object is not only to prophesy of the future, but 
also by such prophecy to rebuke, exhort, and console the Church. 

3. Such being the general object, our enquiry is now narrowed to 
that of the prophetic portion itself: and we have to enquire, what 
was the aim of the Writer, or rather of Him who inspired the Writer, 
in delivering this prophecy. 

4. And in the first place, we are met by an enquiry which it may be 
strange enough that we have to make in this day, but which never- 
theless must be made. Is the book, it is asked, strictly speaking, 
a revelation at all? Is its so-called prophecy any thing more than the 
ardent and imaginative poesy of a rapt spirit, built up on the then 
present trials and hopes of himself and his contemporaries? Is not its 
future bounded by the age and circumstances then existing P And are 
not all those mistaken, who have attempted to deduce from it indica- 
tions respecting our own or any subsequent age of the Church ? 

5. Two systems of understanding and interpreting the book have 
been raised on the basis of a view represented by the foregoing ques- 
tions. The former of them, that of Grotius, Ewald, Hichhorn, and 
others, proceeds consistently enough in denying all prophecy, and 
explaining figuratively, with regard to then present expectations, right 
or wrong, all the things contained in the book. The latter, that of 
Liicke, De Wette, Bleek, Diisterdieck, and others, while it professes 
to recognize a certain kind of inspiration in the Writer, yet believes his 
view to have been entirely bounded by his own subjectivity and cireum- 
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stances, denying that the book contains any thing specially revealed to 
John and by him declared to us; and regarding its whole contents as 
only instructive, in so far as they represent to us the aspirations of a 
fervid and inspired man, full of the Spirit of God, and his insight into 
forms of conflict and evil which are ever recurring in the history of the 
world and the Church. ’ 

6. I own it seems to me that we cannot in consistency or in honesty 
accept this compromise. For let us ask ourselves, how does it agree 
with the phenomena? It conveniently saves the credit of the Writer, 
and rescues the book from being an imposture, by: conceding that he 
saw all which he says he saw: but at the same time maintains, that all 
which he saw was purely subjective, having no external objective 
existence: and that those things which seem to be prophecies of the 
distant future, are in fact no such prophecies, but have and exhaust 
their significance within the horizon of the writer’s own experience and 
hopes. 

7. But then, if this be so, I do not see, after all, how the credit of the 
Writer is so entirely saved. He distinctly lays claim to be speaking of 
long periods of time. To say nothing of the time involved in the other 
visions, he speaks of a thousand years, and of things which must happen 
at the end of that period. So that we must say, on the theory in ques- 
tion, that all his deciarations of this kind are pure mistakes: and, in 
exegesis, our view must be entirely limited to the enquiry, not what is 
for us and for all the meaning of this or that prophecy, but what was 
the Writer’s meaning when he set it down. Whether subsequent events 
justified his guess, or falsified it, is for us a pure matter of archzological 
and psychological interest, and no more. 

8. If this be so, I submit that the book at once becomes that which is 
known as apocryphal, as distinguished from canonical: it is of no more 
value to us than the Shepherd of Hermas, or the Ascension of Isaiah : 
and is mere matter for criticism and independent judgment. 

9. It will be no surprise to the readers of this work to be told, that 
we are not prepared thus to deal with a book which we accept as canoni- 
eal, and have all reason to believe to have been written by an Apostle. 
While we are no believers in what has been (we cannot help thinking 
foolishly) called verbal inspiration, we are not prepared to set aside the 
whole substance of the testimony of the writer of a book which we 
accept as canonical, nor to deny that visions, which he purports to have 
received from God to shew to the church things which must shortly 
come to pass, were so received by him, and for such a purpose. 

10. Maintaining this ground, and taking into account the tone of the 
book itself, and the periods embraced in its prophecies, we cannot con- 
sent to believe the vision of the Writer to have been bounded by the 
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horizon of his own experience and personal hopes. We receive the book 

as being what it professes to be, a revelation from God, designed to 

shew to his servants things which must shortly come to pass*. And so 

far from this word év raye: offending us, we find in it, as compared with . 
the contents of the book, a measure by which, not our judgment of 
those contents, but our estimate of worldly events and their duration, 

should be corrected. The év raye confessedly contains, among other 

periods, a period of a thousand years. On what principle are we to 

affirm that it does not embrace a period vastly greater than this in its 

whole contents ? 

11. We hold therefore that the book, judged by its own testimony, 
and with regard to the place which it holds among the canonical books 
of Scripture, is written with the object of conveying to the Church re- 
velations from God respecting certain portions of her course even up to 
the time of the end. Whether such revelations disclose to her a con- 
tinuous prophetic history, or are to be taken as presenting varying views 
and relations of her conflict with evil, and God’s judgment on her enemies, 
will be hereafter discussed. But the general object is independent of 
these differences in interpretation. 

12. The contents of the book have been variously arranged. It seems 
better to follow the plain indication of the book itself, than to distribute 
it so as to suit any theory of interpretation. We find in so doing, that 
we have, i 

I. A gen@ral introduction to the whole book, ch. i. 1—3: 
II. The portion containing the Epistles to the seven churches, i. 4— 
iii. 22, itself consisting of 
a, The address and preface, i. 4—8. 
f. The introductory vision, i. J—20. 
y. The seven Epistles, ii. 1—iii. 22. 
III. The prophetical portion, iv. 1—xxii. 5; and herein 
a. The heavenly scene of vision, iv. 1—11. 
. 1. The sealed book, and the Lamb who should open its seven 
seals, v. 1—14. 
2. the seven seals opened, vi. 1—viii. 5, wherein are inserted 
two episodes, between the sixth and seventh seals. 


3 Diisterdieck has stigmatized this view (Hinl. p. 44) as that of magical inspiration, 
as distinguished from his own, which he designates as that of ethical inspiration. It is 
difficult to assign any meaning to these epithets at all corresponding to the nature of the 
case. Why that inspiration should be called magical, which makes the prophet the 
organ of communicating the divine counsels in symbolical language to the Chureh, it is 
difficult to say: and surely not less difficult to explain, how that inspiration can be 
called ethical, which makes him pretend to have received visions from God, which he 
has only imagined in his own mind. 
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a. the sealing of the elect, vii. 1—8. 
b. the multitude of the redeemed, vii. 9—17. 

y. The seven trumpets of vengeance, introduced indeed before 
the conclusion of the former portion, viii. 2, but properly 
extending from viii. 6—xi. 19. 

But here again we have two episodes, between the sixth and 
seventh trumpets, 
a. the little book, x. 1—11. 
b. the two witnesses, xi. 1—14. 
é. The woman and her three enemies, xii. 1—xiil. 18. And herein 
a. the dragon, xii. 1—17. 
b. the beast, xii. 18—xiu. 10. 
ce. the second beast, or false prophet, xiii. 11—18. 
e. The introduction to the final triumph and the final vengeance, 
xiv. 1—20. And herein 
a. the Lamb and his elect, xiv. 1—5. 
b. the three angels announcing the heads of the coming 
prophecy : 

1. the warning of judgments, xiv. 6, 7. 
2. the fall of Babylon, xiv. 8. 
3. the punishment of the unfaithful, xiv. 9—12. 
4, A voice proclaiming the blessedness of the holy dead, 

Me xiv. 13. 

ce. the harvest (xiv. 14—16) and the vintage(xiv. 17—20) 
of the earth. 
g. The pouring out of the seven last vials of wrath, xv. 1—xvi. 21. 
n. The judgment of Babylon, xvii. 1-—xviii. 24, 
6. The final triumph, xix. 1—xxii. 5. And herein 
a. the church’s song of praise, xix. 1—10, 
b. the issuing forth of the Lord and His hosts to victory, 
xix. 1L—16. 
ce. the destruction of the beast and false prophet and kings 
of the earth, xix. 17—21. 
d. the binding of the dragon, and the millennial reign, xx. 
1—6. 
e. the unbinding, and final overthrow, of Satan, xx. 7—10. 
f. the general judgment, xx. 11—15. 
g. the new heavens and earth, and glories of the heavenly 
Jerusalem, xxi. 1—xxii. 5. 
IV. The conclusion, xxii. 6—21. See on all this the table at p. 260, 
in which the contents are arranged with a view to prophetic 
interpretation. 
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SECTION V. 
SYSTEMS OF INTERPRETATION. 


1. It would be as much beyond the limits as it is beside the purpose 
of these prolegomena, to give a detailed history of apocalyptic interpre- 
tation. And it would be, after all, spending much labour over that 
which has been well and sufficiently done already. For English readers, 
the large portion of Mr. Elliott’s fourth volume of his Hore Apocalyp- 
tice which is devoted to the subject contains an ample account of 
apocalyptic expositors from the first times to the present: and for those 
who can read German, Liicke’s Hinleitung will furnish more critical 
though shorter notices of many among them‘. To these works, and to 
others like them’, I must refer my readers for any thing like a detailed 
history of interpretations: contenting myself with giving a brief classi- 
fication of the different great divisions of opinion, and with stating the 
grounds and character of the interpretation adopted in the following 
Commentary. 

2. The schools of apocalyptic interpretation naturally divide them- 
selves into three principal branches : 

a. The Preterists, or those who hold that the whole or by far the 
greater part of the prophecy has been fulfilled : 

8. The Historical Interpreters, or those who hold that the pro- 
phecy embraces the whole history of the church and its foes « 
from’ the time of its writing to the end of the world: 

y. The Futurists, or those who maintain that the prophecy relates 
entirely to events which are to take place at or near to the 
coming of the Lord. 

T shall make a few remarks on each of these schools. 

8. a. The Preterist view found no favour, and was hardly so much as 
thought of, in the times of primitive Christianity. Those who lived 
near the date of the book itself had no idea that its groups of prophetic 
imagery were intended merely to describe things then passing, and to 
be in a few years completed®. The view is said to have been first pro- 
inulgated in any thing like completeness by the Jesuit Alcasar, in his 
Vestigatio arcani sensus in Apocalypsi, published in 1614. He regarded 


4 It is to be regretted that Liicke should have performed this portion of his work so 
much in the spirit of a partisan, and not have contented himself with giving a resumé ab 
extra in the spirit of fairness, as Mr. Elliott has done. But his notices and remarks 
are very able and valuable. 

5 e.g. Dr. Todd on the Apocalypse, pp. 269 ff.: Mr. Charles Maitland’s Apostolic 
School of Prophetic Interpretation, &c. Mr. Elliott has continued his notices down 
nearly to the present time in the appendix to his Warburtonian Lectures, pp. 510—566. 

6 Cf, Methodius, B. P. M. iii. 693: “Johannes non de preteritis, sed de iis que vel 
tune fierent, vel que olim eventura essent, loquitur.” 


245] 


PROLEGOMENA. | REVELATION. [cH. VIII. 


the prophecy as descriptive of the victory of the church first over the 
synagogue, in chapters v.—xi., and then over heathen Rome, in chapters 
xlii—xix.: on which follows the triumph, and rest, and glorious close, 
chapters xx.—xxii. Very nearly the same plan was adopted by Grotius 
in his Annotations, published in 1644: and by our own Hammond in 
his Commentary, published in 1653: whom Le Clere, his Latin inter- 
preter, followed. The next name among this school of interpreters is 
that of Bossuet, the great antagonist of Protestantism. His Commen- 
tary was published in 1690. In the main, he agrees with the schemes 
of Alcasar and Grotius’. 

4. The preterist school of interpretation has however of late been 
revived in Germany, and is that to which some of the most eminent 
expositors of that nation belong*: limiting the view of the Seer to 
matters within his own horizon, and believing the whole denunciations 
of the book to regard nothing further than os destruction of Pagan 
and persecuting Rome. 

5. This view has also found exponents in our own language. It is 
that of the very ample and laborious Commentary of Moses Stuart in 
America, and of Dr. Davidson and Mr. Desprez in England. 

6. 8. The continuous historical interpretation belongs almost of 
necessity to these later days. In early times, the historic material 
since the apostolic period was not copious enough to tempt men to fit 
it on to the symbols of the prophetic visions. The first approach to it 
seems to have been made by Berengaud, not far from the beginning 
of the twelfth century: who elem carried the historic range of the 
Apocalypse back to the creation of the world®. The historic view is 
found in the fragmentary exposition of the Seals by Anselm of Havels- 
burg (1145): in the important exposition by the Abbot Joachim (cir. 
1200) *. 

7. From Joachim’s time we may date the rise of the continuous 
historic school of interpretation. From this time men’s minds, even 
within the Romish church, became accustomed to the ideas, that the 
apocalyptic Babylon was in some sense or other not only Pagan but 
Papal Rome: and that Antichrist was to sit, whether as an usurper or 
not, on the throne of the Papacy. 

8. I pass over less remarkable names, which will be found composing 
an interesting series in Mr. Elliott’s history’, noticing as I pass, that 


7 See Elliott, vol. iv. p. 480, and a very good description in Liicke, p. 540. 
8 e.g. Ewald, Liicke, De Wette, Diisterdieck. 
9 See Elliott, vol. iv. pp. 362 ff. 
1 Elliott, vol. iv. pp. 376—410: where see also a tabular view of Joachim’s apo- 
caly pee scheme. 
_? Vol. iv. pp. 416 ff. 
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such was the view held by the precursors and upholders of the Refor- 
mation : by Wicliffe and his followers in England, by Luther in Ger- 
many, Bullinger in Switzerland, Bishop Bale in Ireland; by Fox the 
martyrologist, by Brightmann, Pareus, and early Protestant expositors 
generally. 

‘9. As we advance in order of time, the same view holds its ground in 
the main among the Protestant churches. It is, with more or less in- 
dividual varieties and divergences, that of Mede (1630), Jurieu (1685), 
Cressener (1690), Vitringa (1705), Daubuz (1720), Sir Isaac Newton 
(first published in 1733, after his death; but belonging to an earlier 
date), Whiston (1706), and the Commentators further on in that cen- 
tury, Bengel and Bishop Newton. 

10. Mr. Eliott very naturally makes the great French Revolution a 
break, and the beginning of a new epoch, in the history of apocalyptic 
interpretation. From it, the continuous historical view seemed to de- 
rive confirmation and consistency, and acquired boldness to enter into 
new details, and fix its dates with greater precision. 

11. Some of the more marked upholders of the view since that great 
Revolution have been divided among themselves as to the question, 
whether the expected second advent of our Lord is to be regarded as 
preceding or succeeding the thousand years’ reign, or millennium. 
The majority both in number, and in learning and research, adopt the 
pre-millennial advent: following, as it seems to me, the plain and un- 
deniable sense of the sacred text of the book itself. 

12. It is not the purpose of the present Prolegomena to open con- 
troversial dispute with systems or with individuals. The following Com- 
mentary will shew how far our views agree with, how far chee differ 
from, the school of which I am treating. With this caution, I cannot 
refrain from expressing my admiration of the research and piety which 
have characterized some of the principal modern Protestant expositors 
of this school. I must pay this tribute more especially to Mr. Elliott, 
from whose system and conclusions I am compelled so frequently and so 
widely to diverge. 

13. y. Our attention now passes to the Futurist school, consisting of 
those who throw forward the whole book, or by far the greater part of 
it, into the times of the great second Advent, denying altogether its 
historical significance. 

14. Of these writers, some, who have been called the extreme 
futurists*, deny even the past existence of the seven Asiatic churches, 
and hold that we are to look for them yet to arise in the last days: but 
the majority accept them as historical facts, and begin the events of the 


3 e.g. the author of “the Jewish Missionary,” and “ the Sealed Book.” 
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last days with the prophetic imagery in chap.iv. Some indeed expound 
the earlier seals of events already past, and then in the later ones pass 
at once onward to the times of antichrist. 

15. The founder of this system in modern times (the Apostolic 
Fathers can hardly with fairness be cited for it, seeing that for them 
all was future) appears to have been the Jesuit Ribera, about a.p. 1580 *. 
It has of late had some able advocates in this country. To it belong 
the respected names of Dr. Maitland, Dr. Todd, Mr. Burgh, Isaac Wil- 
liams, and others. 

16. I need hardly say that I cannot regard this scheme of interpreta- 
tion with approval. To argue against it here, would be only to antici- 
pate the Commentary. It seems to me indisputable that the book does 
speak of things past, present, and future: that some of its prophecies 
are already fulfilled, some are now fulfilling, and others await their ful- 
filment in the yet unknown future: but to class all together and post- 
pone them to the last age of the world, seems to me very like shrinking 
from the labours which the Holy Spirit meant us, and invites us, to 
undertake. 

17. In the exposition of the Apocalypse attempted in this volume, I 
have endeavoured simply to follow the guidance of the sacred text, 
according to its own requirements and the analogies of Scripture. Iam 
not conscious of having any where forced the meaning to suit my own 
prepossession: but I have in each case examined, whither the text itself 
and the rest of Scripture seemed to send me for guidance. If a definite 
meaning seemed to be pointed at in such guidance, I have upheld that 
meaning, to whatever school of interpretation J might seem thereby for 
the time to belong. If no such definite meaaing seemed to be indicated, 
I have confessed my inability to assign one, however plausible and 
attractive the guesses of expositors may have been. 

18. The result of such a method of interpretation may be apparent 
want of system ; but I submit that it is the only way which will conduct 
us safely as far as we go, and which will prevent us from wresting the 
text to make it suit a preconceived scheme. This latter fault seemed to 
me so glaring and so frequent in our expositors of the historical school, 
and inspired me with such disgust, that I determined my own pages 
should not contain a single instance of it, if I could help it. And I 
venture to hope that the determination has been carried out. 

19. The course which I have taken, that of following the text itself 
under the guidance of Scripture analogy, naturally led to the recognition 
of certain landmarks, or fixed points, giving rise to canous of interpre- 
tation, which I maintain are not to be departed from. Such are for in- 
stance the following ; 

4 Elliott, vol. iv. pp. 465 ff. 
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20. The close connexion between our Lord’s prophetic discourse on 
the Mount of Olives, and the line of apocalyptic prophecy, cannot fail 
to have struck every student of Scripture. If it be suggested that such 
connexion may be merely apparent, and we subject it to the test of more 
accurate examination, our first impression will I think become con- 
tinually stronger, that the two, being revelations from the same Lord 
concerning things to come, and those things being as it seems to me 
bound by the fourfold gpyov, which introduces the seals, to the same 
reference to Christ’s coming, must, corresponding as they do in order 
and significance, answer to one another in detail; and thus the dis- 
course in Matt. xxiv. becomes, as Mr. Isaac Williams has truly named 
it, “the anchor of apocalyptic interpretation:” and, I may add, the 
touchstone of apocalyptic systems. If its guidance be not followed in 
the interpretation of the seals: if any other than our Lord is he that 
goes forth conquering and to conquer, then, though the subsequent in- 
terpretation may have occasional points of contact with truth, and may 
thus be in parts profitable to us, the system is an erroneous one, and, as 
far as it is concerned, the true key to the book is lost. 

21. Another such landmark is found I believe in the interpretation of 
the sixth seal: if it be not indeed already laid down in what has just 
been said. We all know what that imagery means in the rest of Scrip- 
ture. Any system which requires it to belong to another period than 
the close approach of the great day of the Lord, stands thereby self- 
condemned. I may illustrate this by reference to Mr. Elliott’s con- 
tinuous historical system, which requires that it should mean the down- 
fall of Paganism under Constantine. A more notable instance of inade- 
quate interpretation cannot be imagined. 

22. Closely connected with this last is another fixed point in inter- 
pretation. As the seven seals, so the seven trumpets and the seven 
vials run on to the time close upon the end. At the termination of 
each series, the note is unmistakeably given, that such is the case. Of 
the seals we have already spoken. As to the trumpets, it may suffice to 
refer to ch. x. 7, xi. 18: as to the vials, to their very designation rac 
écxdrac, and to the yéyover of ch. xvi. 17. Any system which does not 
recognize this common ending of the three, seems to me to stand thereby 
convicted of error. 

23. Another such absolute requirement of the sacred text is found in 
the vision of ch. xii. 1 ff. In ver. 5, we read that the woman érexer vidv 
dpoev, ¢ pédXet TOaivery TavTa TH £0vn év PaBew otdnpg, Kat horaaOn ro 
rékvoy avri¢ mode tov Gedy, Kat mode Tov Opdroy adrod. All Scripture 
analogy and that of this book itself (cf. ch. xix. 15) requires that these 
words should be understood of our incarnate Lord, and of no other. 
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Any system seems to me convicted of error, which is compelled to inter- 
pret the words otherwise. 

24. Another canon of interpretation has seemed to me to be deducible 
from the great care and accuracy with which the Seer distinguishes 
between the divine Persons and the ministering angels. Much con- 
fusion is found in the apocalyptic commentaries from this point not 
being attended to. “Is such or such an angel Christ Himself, or not ?”’ 
is a question continually meeting us in their pages. Such a question 
need never to have been asked. dyyedoc, throughout the book, is an 
angel: never our Lord, never one of the sons of men. This holds 
equally, I believe, of the angels of the seven churches and of the various 
angels introduced in the prophetic vision. 

25. Various other rules and requirements of the same kind will be 
found mentioned in the Commentary itself. It may be well to speak 
of some other matters which seem worthy of notice here. 

26. The apocalyptic numbers furnish an important enquiry to every 
Commentator, as to their respective significance. And, in general terms, 
such a question can be readily answered. The various numbers seem 
to keep constant to their great lines of symbolic meaning, and may, 
without any caprice, be assigned to them. Thus seven is the number 
of perfection: seven spirits are before the throne (ch. i. 4; iv. 5): seven 
churches represent the church universal: the Lamb has seven horns and 
seven eyes (v. 6): in the several series of God’s judgments, each of 
them complete in itself, each of them exhaustive in its own line of 
divine action, seven is the number of the seals, of the trumpets, of the 
thunders, of the vials. 

27. Four, again, is the number of terrestrial extension. Four living- 
beings are the celestial symbols of creation (iv. 6 ff.): four angels stand 
on the four corners of the earth, holding the four winds of heaven (ch. 
vii. 1): four seals, four trumpets, four vials, in each case complete the 
judgments as far as physical visitations are concerned: four angels are 
loosed from the Euphrates to slay the destined portion out of all man- 
kind (ix. 13 ff), in obedience to a voice from the four corners of the 
altar: Satan deceives the nations in the four corners of the earth (xx. 
8): the new Jerusalem lieth four-square, having all sides equal. 

28. Twelve is the number especially appropriated to the Church, and 
to appearances symbolically connected with her. Twice twelve is the 
number of the heavenly elders: twelve times twelve thousand, the 
number of the sealed elect: the woman in ch. xii. 1 has a crown of 
twelve stars: the heavenly city has twelve gates, at the gates twelve 
angels, and on them the names of the twelve tribes of Israel; also twelve 
foundations, and on them the names of the twelve Apostles: and its 
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circumference (probably : see note, ch. xxi. 17) is twelve thousand stadii. 
Finally, in the midst of her the tree of life brings forth twelve manner 
of fruits. 

29. The occurrence of aliquot portions of these numbers is also 
_ worthy of our attention. The half of seven, three and a half, is a ruling 
_ number in the apocalyptic periods of time. Three years and a half had 
been the duration of the drought prayed for by Elijah (see James v. 17, 
note: also Luke iv. 25): “a time, and times, and the dividing of time”’ 
was the prescribed prophetic duration of the oppression of the saints in 
Dan. vii. 25. Accordingly, we find in the Apocalypse (ch. xi. 2) that the 
two witnesses, one of whose powers is, to shut up heaven that there shall 
be no rain (xi. 6), shall prophesy 1260 days =3 x 360 + 180 = three 
years and ahalf. And if this particular reminds us of Elijah, the other, 
the turning the water into blood and smiting the earth with plagues, 
directs our attention to Moses, whose testimony endured throughout 
the forty and two stations of the children of Israel’s pilgrimage, as that 
of these witnesses is to endure forty and two months = 3 x 12 + 6 
months = three years and a half. (Again, for three days and a half 
shall the bodies of these witnesses lie unburied in the street of the great 
city, after which they shall rise again.) The same period in days (1260) 
is the term during which the woman shall be fed in the wilderness 
(xii. 6). The same in months (42) is allotted (xiii. 5) to the power of 
the first wild beast which ascended from the sea. 

30. I have not pretended to offer any solution of these periods of 


time, so remarkably pervaded by the half of the mystic seven. I am 


quite unable to say, who the two witnesses are: quite unable, in 
common with all apocalyptic interpreters, to point out definitely any 
period in the history of the church corresponding to the 1260 days 
of ch. xii. 6, or any in the history of this world’s civil power which shall 
satisfy the forty-two months of ch. xiii. 5. As far as I have seen, every 
such attempt hitherto made has been characterized by signal failure. 
One after another, the years fixed on for the consummation by different 
authors have passed away, beginning with the 1836 of Bengel: one 
after another, the expositors who have lived to be thus refuted have 
shifted their ground into the safer future. 

31. It is not my intention to enter the lists on either side of the 
vexed “ year-day”’ question. I have never seen it proved, or even made 
probable, that we are to take a day for a year in apocalyptic prophecy : 
on the other hand I have never seen it proved, or made probable, that 
such mystic periods are to be taken literally, a day for a day. It is a 
weighty argument against the year-day system, that a period of “a 
thousand years” (xx. 6, 7) does occur in the prophecy: it is hardly a 
less strong one against literal acceptation of days, that the principles of 

251] 


PROLEGOMENA.] REVELATION. [oH. vir. 


interpretation given us by the Seer himself (xvii. 17) seem to require 
for the reign of the beast a far longer period than this calculation would 
allow. So that in the apparent failure of both systems, I am driven to 
believe that these periods are to be assigned by some cleu, of which the 
Spirit has not yet put the Church in possession. 

32. Still less can I offer any satisfactory solution of the prophetic 
number of the Beast (xiii. 18). Even while I print my note in favour 
of the Aarewwée of Ireneus, I feel almost disposed to withdraw it. It is 
beyond question the best solution that has been given: but that it is 
not the solution, I have a persuasion amounting to certainty. It must 
be considered merely as worthy to emerge from the thousand and one 
failures strewed up and down in our books, and to be kept in sight till 
the challenge Woe 4 copia éoriy is satisfactorily redeemed. 

33. On one point I have ventured to speak strongly, because my con- 
viction on it is strong, founded on the rules of fair and consistent inter-. 
pretation. I mean, the necessity of accepting literally the first resur- 
rection, and the millennial reign. It seems to me that if in a sentence 
where two resurrections are spoken of with no mark of distinction 
between them (it is otherwise ia John v. 28, which is commonly alleged 
for the view which I am combating),—in a sentence where, one resur- 
rection having been related, “the rest of the dead” are afterwards 
mentioned,—we are at liberty to understand the former one figuratively 
and spiritually, and the latter literally and materially, then there is an 
end of all definite meaning in plain words, and the Apocalypse, or any 
other book, may mean any thing we please. It is a curious fact that 
those who maintain this, studious as they generally are to uphold the 
primitive interpretation, are obliged, not only to wrest the plain sense 
of words, but to desert the unanimous consensus of the primitive 
Fathers, some of whom lived early enough to have retained apostolic 
tradition on this point. Not till chiliastie views had run into un- 
spiritual excesses, was this interpretation departed from °. 

34. It now remains that I say somewhat respecting my own view of 
the character and arrangement of the prophecy, which may furnish the 
reader with a general idea of the nature of the interpretation given in 
the notes. 

35. And first for the principles on which that interpretation is based. 
a) The book is a revelation given by the Father to Christ, and im- 
parted by Him through His angel to St. John, to declare to His 
servants things which must shortly come to pass: in other words, the 
future conflicts and triumphs of His church; these being the things 
which concerned “ His servants.” 


5 The student will find a good account of the history of opinions on this subject in 
Herzog’s Encyclopiidie, art. Chiliasmus. 
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36. 3) Of all these, the greatest event is His own coming in glory. 
In consequence, it is put forward in the introduction of the book with 
all solemnity, and its certainty sealed by an asseveration from the 
Almighty and Everlasting God. 

37. y) Accordingly, we find every part of the prophecy full of this 
subject. The Epistles to the Churches continually recur to it: the 
visions of seals, trumpets, vials, all end in introducing it: and it forms 
the solemn conclusion, as it did the opening of the book. 

38. ¢) But it was not the first time that this great subject had been 
spoken of in prophecy. The Old Testament prophets had all announced 
it: and the language of this book is full of the prophetic imagery which 
we also find in them. The first great key to the understanding of the 
Apocalypse, is, the analogy of Old Testament prophecy. 

39. <«) The next is our Lord’s own prophetic discourse, before in- 
sisted on in this reference. He himself had previously delivered a great 
prophecy, giving in clear outline the main points of the history of the 
church. In this prophecy, the progress of the Gospel, its hindrances 
and ccrruptions, the judgments on the unbelieving, the trials of the 
faithful, the safety of God’s elect amidst all, and the final redemption in 
glory of His faithful people, were all indicated. There, they were 
enwrapped in language which was in great part primarily applicable to 
the great typical judgment on the chosen people—the destruction of 
Jerusalem. When this book was written, that event had taken place: 
completing the first and partial fulfilment of our Lord’s predictions. 
_ Now, it remained for prophecy to declare to the church God’s course of 
dealing with the nations of the earth, by which the same predictions 
are to be again fulfilled, on a larger scale, and with greater fulness of 
meaning. 

40. It is somewhat astonishing, that many of those who recognize to 
the full the eschatological character of the prophetic discourse of our 
Lord, should have failed to observe in the Apocalypse the very same 
features of arrangement, and an analogy challenging continual obser- 
vation. 

41. £) In accordance with the analogy just pointed out, I conceive 
that the opening section of the book (after the vision in the introduc- 
tion), containing the Epistles to the Churches, is an expansion of our 
Lord’s brief notes of comfort, reproof, and admonition addressed to His 
own in the prophecy on the Mount of Olives and elsewhere in His 
prophetic discourses. 

42. “° It reveals to us our Lord as present with His people evermore 
in the fulness of His divine Majesty as the Incarnate and glorified Son 


6 I borrow the words of a MS. Lecture on the Apocalypse by an old and valued friend. 
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of God: present with them by His Spirit to sympathize, to sustain, to 
comfort, to reprove, to admonish, as their need requires: his eye ever- 
more on every heart, his love ever ready to supply all their need. The 
Epistles are no other than the expression of that special message of 
rebuke or encouragement which day by day in all ages the Lord sees to 
be needed, in one or other of its parts, by every Church, and every 
Christian, on earth. Every body of Christians, we are reminded, like 
every individual, has at each moment, its own definite religious 
character and condition: like Ephesus, sound, but with declining love 
and faith: like Smyrna, faithful in tribulation and rich in good works: 
like Pergamum, stedfast under open trial, but too tolerant of com- 
promises with the world’s ways: like Thyatira, diligent in well-doing, 
and with many signs of spiritual progress, yet allowing false teaching 
and corrupt practice to go unchecked: like Sardis, retaining the form 
of sound doctrine, but in practice sunk into a deep slumber threatening 
spiritual death: like Philadelphia, faithful to the Lord’s word and name, 
loving Him though in weakness, and therefore kept in safety: or finally 
like Laodicea, ‘lukewarm, and neither cold nor hot:’ self-satisfied, 
because sunk too deep in spiritual sloth and indifference to be con- 
scious of her poverty, and ready therefore to lose all without struggle or 
regret ’.”” . 

43. This first section has set before us the Lord present with His 
church on earth: the next introduces us at once to His presence in 
heaven, and to the celestial scenery of the whole coming prophecy. It 
is to be noted that this revelation of God is as the God of His Church. 
The Father, seated on the Throne: the Lamb in the midst of the 
throne, bearing the marks of His atoning sacrifice: the sevenfold Spirit 
with His lamps of fire: this is Jehovah the covenant God of His 
redeemed. And next we have Creation, symbolized by the four living- 
beings—the Church, patriarchal and apostolic, represented by the 
twenty-four elders: and the innumerable company of angels, minister- 
ing in their glory and might, now by one of them, now by another, 
throughout the course of the prophecy. 

44, In the next section, the Lamb, alone found worthy, opens one 
after another, the seals of the closed book or roll, so that, when they 
are all opened, it may be unrolled and read. One point I have urged 
in the following notes: viz., that the roll is never during the prophecy 


7 It has been supposed by some (the first of whom apparently was the Abbot 
Joachim) that these Epistles are in themselves prophetic of various states of the church 
from the time of the Apocalypse to the final close of the dispensation. One of the 
principal among these is Vitringa, in whose Commentary, pp. 27 ff., will be found a full 
account, and elaborate defence of the view. I need not say that I myself cannot sub- 
scribe to it. 
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actually opened, nor is any part of it read. The openings of its succes- 
sive seals are but the successive preparations for its contents to be 
disclosed: and as each is opened, a new class of preparations is seen 
in prophetic vision. When the seventh is loosed, and all is ready for 
the unfolding and reading, there is a symbolic silence, and a new series 
of visions begins. 

45. As regards the seals themselves, the first four are marked off 
from the other three in a manner which none can fail to observe. They 
represent, I believe, Christ’s victory over the world in His appointed 
way. We have Himself going forth to conquer, and in His train, the 
sword which He came to send on earth, the wars, famines, and pesti- 
lences, which He foretold should be forerunners of His coming. At 
each of these appearances, one of the living-beings who symbolize Crea- 
tion echoes with his goxouv the sighs of the world for the manifestation 
of the Sons of God. I conceive it to be a mistake, necessarily involved 
in the consecutive historical interpretation, but sometimes found where 
that is not, to interpret these four seals as succeeding one another in 
time. All are co-ordinate, all are correlative. 

46. Next to the sighs of Creation for the Lord’s coming, we have 
those of His martyred saints, crying from under His altar. Then, at 
the opening of the sixth seal, we have reproduced the well-known 
imagery of our Lord’s discourse and of the O. T. prophets, describing 
the very eve and threshold, so to speak, of the day of the Lord: the 
portents which should usher in His coming: but not that coming 
itself. For the revelation of this, the time is not yet. First, His elect 
must be gathered out of the four winds—the complete number sealed, 
before the judgments invoked by the martyred souls descend on the 
earth, the sea, the trees. First, the Seer must be vouchsafed a vision 
of the great multitude whom none can number, in everlasting glory. 
The day of the Lord’s coming is gone by, and the vision reaches forward 
beyond it into the blissful eternity. Why? Because then, and not 
till then, shall the seventh seal, which looses the roll of God’s eternal 
purposes, be opened, and the book read to the adoring Church in glory. 
Then we have the last seal opened, and ‘the half-hour’s silence—the 
“initium,” as Victorinus sublimely says, “ quietis «eterne.” 

47. Thus far the vision of the seals necessarily reached onward for 
its completion. But there is much more to be revealed. God’s judg- 
ments on the earth and its inhabitants. are the subject of the next series 
of visions. The prayers of the martyred saints had invoked them: 
with the symbolizing therefore of the answer to these prayers the next 
section opens. Then follow the trumpet-blowing angels, hurting the 
earth, the trees, the sea, the rivers, the lights of heaven. And here 
again, a8 before, the first four trumpets complete these cecumenical 
judgments, and with the fifth the three woes on mankind begin. The 
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previous plagues have affected only the accessories of life: the following 
affect life itself. 

48. In these latter we have the strictest correspondence with the 
foregoing vision of the seals. Two of them are veritably plagues, the 
one of the locusts, the other of the horsemen. After this sixth trumpet 
are inserted two episodical passages, the one a vision, the other a prophecy 
(see below) : then, when the seventh is about to sound, the consumma- 
tion of God’s judgments passes unrecorded, as it did under the seals; 
and at the seventh trumpet, we have the song of thanksgiving and 
triumph in heaven. Such remarkable and intimate correspondence 
carries its own explanation: the two visions of the trumpets and seals 
run on to one and the same glorious termination: the former, in 
tracing the course of the world as.regards the Church, the latter, in 
tracing God’s judgments of vengeance on the ungodly dwellers on earth: 
for it is for this that the heavenly song at its conclusion gives thanks. 

49. If now we turn to the two episodes between the sixth and 
seventh trumpets, we find them distinctly introductory to that section 
which is next to follow. A little book is given to the Seer, sweet to 
his mouth, but bitter in digestion, with an announcement that he is 
yet again to prophesy to many nations—that a fresh series of prophetie 
visions, glorious indeed but woeful, was now to be delivered by him. 

50. These begin by the measurement of the temple of God—seeing 
that it is the Church herself, in her innermost hold, which is now to 
become the subject of the prophecy. The course of the two witnesses, 
recalling to us by their spirit and power Moses and Elias, is predicted : 
and during the prediction, one principal figure of the subsequent visions 
is by anticipation introduced: the wild beast that cometh up out of the 
abyss. That this is so, is at once fatal in my estimation to the con- 
tinuous historical interpretation. 

51. The student will find that there is no explanation of the two 
witnesses in the ensuing Commentary. I have studied the various 
solutions, and I own that I cannot find any which I can endorse as 
being that which I can feel to be satisfactory. I have none of my own. 
I recognize the characters: but I cannot appropriate them. I do not 
feel it to be any reproach to my system, or any disproof of its substance, 
that there are this and other gaps in it which I cannot bridge over. 
Nay, on the contrary, if it be a sound interpretation, there must be 
these: and to find events and persons which may fit the whole, ere yet 
the course of time is run, would seem to me rather writing a parody, 
than earnestly seeking a solution. 

52. And now the seventh angel sounds; and as before at the opening 
of the seventh seal, the heavenly scene is before us, and the representa- 
tives of the church wuiversal fall down and give thanks that God’s king- 


dom is come, and the time of the dead to be judged. But though this 
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series of visions likewise has been thus brought down to the end of the 
final consummation, there is more yet to be revealed; and in anticipa- 
tion of the character of the subsequent visions, the temple of God in 
heaven is opened,-and the pause between one and another series is 
announced, as before between the seals and the trumpets, and as after 
at the end of the vials, by thunders and lightnings and voices. 

53. And now opens the great prophetic course of visions regarding 
the church. Her identification in the eyes of the seer is first rendered 
unmistakeable, by the scene opening with the appearance of the woman 
and the serpent, the enmity between him and her seed, the birth of the 
Man-child who should rule over the nations—His ascension to heaven 
and to the throne of God. Here at least, all ought to have been plain: 
and here again I see pronounced the condemnation of the continuous 
historical system. 

54. The flight of the woman into the wilderness, the casting down of 
Satan from heaven no longer to curse the brethren there, his continued 
enmity on earth, his persecution of the remnant of the woman’s seed, 
these belong to the introductory features of the great vision which is 
to follow, and serve to describe the state in which the Church of God is 
found during the now pending stage of her conflict. 

55. What follows, carries out the description of the war made by the 
dragon on the seed of the woman. A wild beast is seen rising out of 
the deep, uniting in itself the formerly described heads and horns of the 
dragon, and also the well-known prophetic symbols of the great empires 
of the world: representing, in fact, the secular powers antagonistic to 
the Church of Christ. To this wild beast the dragon gives his might 
and his throne: and notwithstanding that one of its heads, the Pagan 
Roman Empire, is crushed to death, its deadly wound is healed, and all 
who are not written in the Lamb’s book of life worship it. 

56. The further carrying out of the power and influence of the beast 
is now set before us by the vision of another wild beast, born of the 
earth, gentle as a lamb in appearance, but dragon-like and cruel in cha- 
racter. This second beast is the ally and servant of the former: makes 
men to worship its image and receive its mark, as the condition of civil 
rights and even of life itself. Here, in common with very many of the 
best interpreters, I cannot fail to recognize the sacerdotal persecuting 
power, leagued with and the instrument of the secular: professing to be 
a lamb, but in reality being a dragon: persecuting the saints of God ; the 
inseparable companion and upholder of despotic and tyrannical power. 
This in all its forms, Pagan, Papal, and in so far as the Reformed 
Churches have retrograded towards Papal sacerdotalism, Protestant also, 
I believe to be that which is symbolized under the second wild beast. 

57. Next, the apocalyptic vision brings before us the Lamb on Mount 
Zion with the first-fruits of His people, and the heavenly song in which 
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they join,—as prefatory to the announcement, by three angels, of the 
prophecies which are to follow, so full of import to the people and 
church of God. These are, first, the proclamation of the everlasting 
Gospel as previous to: the final judgments of God: next, the fall of 
Babylon, as an encouragement for the patience of the saints: third, the 
final defeat and torment of the Lord’s enemies. After these is heard 
a voice proclaiming the blessedness of the holy dead. Then follow, in 
strict accord with these four announcements, 1) the harvest and the 
vintage of the earth, and the seven last plagues, symbolized by the out- 
pouring of the vials: 2) the ample details of the fall and punishment of 
Babylon: 3) the triumph of the Church in the last defeat of her Lord’s 
enemies: 4) the millennial reign, and finally, the eternity ofbliss. But 
on each of these somewhat more must be said. 

58. I have found reason to interpret the Aarvest, of the ingathering 
of the Lord’s people: the vintage, of the crushing of His enemies: both 
these being, according to the usage of this book, compendious, and . 
inclusive of the fuller details of both, which are to follow. 

59. The vintage is taken up and expanded in detail by the series of 
the vials: seven in number, as were the seals and the trumpets before. 
These final judgments, specially belonging to the Church, are introduced 
by a song of triumph from the saints of both dispensations, and are 
poured out by angels coming forth from the opened sanctuary of the 
tabernacle of witness in heaven. 

60. The course of these judgments is in some particulars the same as 
that of the trumpets. The earth, the sea, the rivers, the lights of 
heaven—these are the objects of the first four: but ever with reference 
to those who worship the beast and have his mark on them. At the 
fifth, as in each case before, there is a change from general to special : 
the throne and kingdom of the beast, the river Euphrates, these are now 
the objects: and the seventh passes off, as in each former case, to the 
consummation of all things. 

61. Meantime, as so often before, anticipating hints have been given 
of new details belonging to the other angelic announcements. At the 
sixth vial, we have the sounds of the gathering of an approaching battle 
of God’s enemies against Him, and the very battle-field pointed out. 
After the seventh and its closing formula, Babylon comes into remem- 
brance before God, to give her the cup of his vengeance. Thus then 
we pass to the second of the angelic announcements—the fall of Baby- 
lon. Here the Seer is carried in spirit into the wilderness, and shewn 
the great vision of the woman seated on the beast. I have entered in 
the Commentary into all the details of this important portion of the 
prophecy : and it is unnecessary to repeat themhere. It may suffice to 
say, that the great persecuting city, the type of the union of ecclesias- 
tical corruption with civil tyranny, is finally overthrown by the hands 
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of those very kingdoms who had given their power to the beast, and this 
overthrow is celebrated by the triumphant songs of the Church and of 
Creation and of innumerable multitudes in heaven. — 

62. But here again, according to the practice of which I cannot too 
often remind the student, a voice from heaven announces the character 
of the new and final vision which is to follow: Blessed are they which 
are called to the marriage supper of the Lamb. And now, in the pro- 
phetic details of the third of the previous angelic announcements, and 
of the proclamation of the blessedness of the holy dead, the great events 
of the time of the end crowd, in their dread majesty, upon us. First, 
the procession of the glorified Redeemer with the armies of heaven 
following Him, coming forth to tread the winepress of the wrath of 
Almighty God. Then, the great battle of the Lord against His foes, - 
the beast and the false prophet, leagued with the kings of the earth 
against Him. Then, the binding of the dragon, the old serpent, for a 
season. Then, the first resurrection, the judgment of the church, the 
millennial reign : as to which I have again and again raised my earnest 
protest against evading the plain sense of words, and spiritualizing in 
the midst of plain declarations of fact. That the Lord will come in 
person to this our earth: that His risen elect will reign here with Him 
and judge: that during that blessed reign the power of evil will be 
bound, and the glorious prophecies of peace and truth on earth find 
their accomplishment :—this is my firm persuasion, and not mine alone, 
but that of multitudes of Christ’s waiting people, as it was that of his 
primitive apostolic Church, before controversy blinded the eyes of the 
Fathers to the light of prophecy. 

63. But the end is not yet. One struggle more, and that the last. 
At the end of the millennial period, Satan is unloosed, and the nations 
of the earth are deceived by him—they come up against and encircle 
the camp of the saints and the beloved city: and fire comes down out 
of heaven and consumes them: and the devil who deceived them is cast 
into the lake of fire. Then is described the general judgment of the 
dead, the destruction of death and Hades, and the condemnation of all 
whose names are not found written in the book of life. 

64, Finally, in accord with the previous proclamation of the blessed- 
ness of the holy dead, the description of the heavenly Jerusalem forms 
the glorious close of the whole. 

65. It remains that I say a few words in explanation of the annexed 
Table, which contains an arrangement of the Apocalyptic matter in 
accordance with the view upheld above. 

66. In the upper part of the table, extending all across it, are speci- 
fied the general subject of the book, printed in black, and the Epistles 
to the seven churches. Then follow, printed in red, the heavenly 
scenery and personages common to the whole following prophecy, till 
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all the various visions merge, at the bottom of each column, in the new 
heavens and new earth, the description of which is again printed in red 
across the table beneath the columns. 

67. The columns themselves contain the various visions, followed by 
the episodes which occur in them, in order: each,in turn passing away 
into the great day of the Lord, and the events of the time of the end. 
Any one who has followed the Commentary, or even the epitome given 
in these Prolegomena, will have no difficulty in making use of the 
conspectus given in the table. 

68. The words printed in thick type are intended to direct the 
reader’s attention to their recurrence as furnishing landmarks, or tests 
of interpretation: e.g. the numbers, seven, four, twelve: the white 
horse and its Rider: the ruling the nations with a rod of iron, as 
unmistakeably identifying the Man-child of ch. xii. with the Victor of 
ch. xix.: &e. &e. 

69. I have now only to commend to my gracious God and Father 
this feeble attempt to explain the most mysterious and glorious portion 
of His revealed Scripture: and with it, this my labour of now eighteen 
years, herewith completed. I do it with humble thankfulness, but with 
a sense of utter weakness before the power of His Word, and inability 
to sound the depths even of its simplest sentence. May He spare the 
hand which has been put forward to touch His Ark: may He, for 
Christ’s sake, forgive all rashness, all perverseness, all uncharitableness, 
which may be found in this book, and sanctify it to the use of His 
Church: its truth, if any, for teaching: its manifold defect, for warning. 
My prayer is and shall be, that in the stir and labour of men over His 
word, to which these volumes have been one humble contribution, 
others may arise and teach, whose labours shall be so far better than 
mine, that this book, and its writer, may ere long be utterly forgotten. 

AMHN EPXOY KYPIE IH ZOY, 


CHAPTER IX. 
APPARATUS CRITICUS. 
SECTION I. 


MANUSCRIPTS REFERRED TO IN THIS VOLUME. 
Manuscripts written in uncial letters. 


A. The Coprx Arxanprinvs, Cent. V. 
B. The Coprx Varicanvs, Cent. IV. \ (See Vol. L) 


B. Ss he Apocalypse.) The Codex Basilianus, preserved in the 


$1] MANUSCRIPTS REFERRED TO. [rrotzcomnna. 


Vatican Library, No. 2066. It contains the Revelation of St. John 
in the midst of some homilies of Basil and Gregory Nyssen. 
Collated more or less perfectly by Cardinal Quirini (for Wetstein), 
Tischendorf, and Tregelles. Published by Tisch., and also by Car- 
dinal Mai at the end of his edition of the Codex Vaticanus. 
Ascribed to the eighth century *. 
C. The Coprx Erurzmi, Cent. V. (See Vol. I) 
D. The Copzx Craromontants, Cent. VI.» 
H. The Codex Coislinianus, Cent. VI.¢ 
K. The Codex Mosquensis, Cent. IX. 
L. The Codex Angelicus, or Passionei, Cent. 
M. The Codex Uffenbachianus, Cent. X. 
& The Copex Srvarricvs, Cent. IV. (or VI. ?) 4 
Frag. mosq. Fragmentum Mosquense, contains portions of the 10th 
chapter of the Epistle to the Hebrews. Collated by Matthawi. Perhaps 
of Cent. VI. 


Ix (See Vol. IT.) 


Cursiwe Manuscripts cited from Scrivener ®., 


(1.) Containing the Eprsrrzs. 
a. Lambeth No. 1182. “Dates from the twelfth century at the 
earliest.” 


a Tn this edition we have distinguished this MS. from the preceding, by the use of 
a different type for the letter denoting it. The difference is further marked by 
quoting the cursive supplement to the great MS. uniformly as “Br” and no longer, 
with Tregelles, as “91.” 

b It seems no longer necessary to quote the Codex Sangermanensis (“E”) side by 
side with this manuscript, as it has been clearly proved that the one is a transcript of 
the other. 

¢ In the Catholic Epistles, Ht does not refer to this MS., but to H of the Acts, 
which contains the Epistles in cursive letters of the xvth or xvith century. 

a We have inserted in the present volume the readings given in Tischendorf’s 
«“ Notitia.” A few additional readings have been obtained from an edition of the 
Revelation by Mr. Kelly, to whom they were communicated by Tischendorf. They 
are as follows :— 

Rev. i. 9. viopovn ev Inoov. 

ili. 7. kar avotywy Kar ovdetg KAetoet Kat KELWY Kat ovdEG avoreEL. 
v. 9, 10. cae nyop. rw 0. npwy .. . Kat evrot. avroug Tw 0. nuwy Bacitay Kat 
“epareiay Kat Baaihevoovary. 
vi. 11. zAnowoworr., 
x. 10, BuBdtov. 
xii. 18. eoraOnv. 
xiii. 10. &¢ rue erg atypadwouay vraye. e TIC EV paxatpa amoKTever, Je avToY 
EV MAX. ATOKT. 
xxii. 14. ot wAvvovTec Tag oToXac. 

e Appendix to Mr. Scrivener’s edn. of the “Codex Augiensis,” Cambridge, 1859. 
Tt has not been thought worth while to encumber the page with every various reading * 
found in these manuscripts; but whenever any variation of the uncials is mentioned, 
the testimony of these accurately collated documents is added. 


261] 


PROLEGOMENA. | APPARATUS CRITICUS. [oH. IX. 


b. Lambeth No. 1183. Written a.p. 1358. 
ce. A manuscript once in the possession of Professor Carlyle ; 


returned to the Patriarch of Jerusalem in 1817. It was num- 
bered 1184 in the Lambeth Catalogue. Mr. Scrivener gives its 
readings from “a scholarlike and seemingly accurate collation 
of it with the Greek text of Mill, made by the Rev. W. San- 
derson of Morpeth, in or about the year 1804.” Ascribed to 
the fifteenth century. 


d. Lambeth No. 1185. ‘“ Might almost be considered a series of 


fragments in several different hands.” The Catholic Epistles 
are written by one scribe, the Epistle to the Hebrews by 
another. Assigned to the fifteenth century or somewhat 
earlier. 


e. (Of the Ep. to the Hebrews ; =a. of the Apocalypse.) Lam- 


beth No. 1186. Contains the Pauline Epistles and the Apo- 
calypse. Hleventh century. 


f. Codex Theodori. Belonged to Pickering the publisher. Bears 


date a.p. 1295. (= Scriv.’s q of Gosp.) 


g. Codex Wordsworth. In Dr. Wordsworth’s possession. Thir- 


teenth century. (= Scriv.’s 1 of Gosp.) 


h. (= b. of the Apocalypse: Scholz’s Gosp. 201, Cath. 91, Paul. 


104.) Codex Butler 2. British Museum, Additional MS. 
No. 11837. It bears date a,p. 1157. 

, Burney No, 48, “in the British Museum, contains the Catholic 
Epistles only. They are found at fol. 221 of the 2nd vol. of a 
MS. of Chrysostom’s Homilies, but not in the same hand with 
them.” Fourteenth century. 


k. Trin, Coll. Cantab. B. x. 16, Written a.p. 1816. (= Seriv.’s 


w of Gosp.) 


» (Scholz’s Cath. 24, Paul. 29.) Chr. Coll. Cantab. F. i. 18. 
Written about the end of the twelfth century. 


m. (Scholz’s Cath. 31, Paul. 37.) Copnx Lercustrensis. Cited 


as “69” in the Gospels, and as “f” in the Apocalypse. (See 
Vol, I. edn, 4.) 


n. (Scholz’s Cath. 53, Paul. 30.). Emm, Coll. Cantab. i. 4. 35. 


Of about the twelfth century. 


0. (Scholz’s Gosp. 440, Cath. 61 and 111, Paul. 61 and 221.) 


University Library, Cambridge, MS. Mm. 6.9. Of the twelfth 
or thirteenth century. (Scriv.’s v of Gosp.) 


Containing the APocaLypss. 
. (=e of St. Paul’s Epistles,) 
. (=h of the Epistles.) 


. (Scholz’s 81.) Harl. No. 5678. Cent. xy, 
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d, (Scholz’s 8.) Harl. No.5778. Cent. xii. 

. (Scholz’s 29.) Harl. No. 5613, a.p. 1407, 

. (Scholz’s 14; = m. of the Epistles.) 

. Parnam No. 17. Cent. xii. 

. Parham No. 2. Cent. xiv. 

British Museum, Additional MS. No. 17469. 
Liber Canonicus, No. 34. a.p. 1516. 

. (Scholz’s 7.) a.p. 1087. 

. (Scholz’s 87.) Codex Mediomontanus, No. 1461, olim Meer- 
man,118. “ Purchased by Sir Thomas Phillipps in 1824, and 
now forming a part of his unrivalled collection of Manuscripts 
at Middle Hill, Worcestershire,”’ Cent. xi. or xii. 


Cent, xiv. 


Bere. poe mo 


ont anmawo mw 


oO 


11 


22 


n. (Scholz’s 28.) Baroc. No. 48. At the Bodleian. 


Cent. xy. 


List of cursive mss. adapted from Wetstein, Scholz, &e. 


(1.) Containing the Carnouic Epistizs. 


Designation. Date. Collator and other information. Gosp.|Paul.|Apoc. 

ee” as iii. 3 (late B. X. Wetstein, “ bis atque accurate.” 

27). Tregelles and Roth in Gos 1; 1),— 

Bae: (late B, ix. ult.)| XV. {Mill (B, 2). The basis of Erasmus} — | 2 | — 

1st edn. 

Vienna, F’s 15, K’s 5.| XII. |Alter. Known as Corsendoncensis.| ~3 | 3 | — 

Basle. (late B. x. 20.)| XV. {Mill (B. 3). a |e 4p ten 

Paris, 106. XII. [Stephens (6’). Scholz. Bula 
Paris, 112. XI. {Stephens (e’). Part of Gosp, col- 

lated by Scholz. 6] 6] — 

Paris, 102. XS Stephens’ v’. ieee 

Not identified. — Stephens’ ta’, =the Ot 
Camb. Univ. Lib. MS.| XI. |Stephens’ ty’. Belonged to Vata- 

Kk. 6. 4. blus. 11 | — 
Paris, 237. X.  |Steph. (ve). Wetst. “de integro.”| —|12]| 2 
Paris, 103. X. Wetstein (in Acts, Cath.) Marg. 

Schol. — |140 | — 
Paris, 219. XI. |Wetstein. Cc.’s Comm. —1|]16] 4 
Paris, 14.  (Colb.| XI. (|Tregelles. See 33, Vol. Z. 33.) 17 | — 

2844. 

Paris, Coislin. 199. | XI. |Wetstein. 35 | 18 | 17 
Paris, Coislin. 25, XI. |Wetstein. Scholia. aes 2) eeteti| |e 
Paris, Coislin. 26. XI. |Wetstein, Variorum Commentary.) — | 19 | — 
Paris, Coislin. 205. | XI. |Wetstein. Once belonged to a ch. 

in Constantinople. Purchased by 

Antony, a monk, s.p. 1079. — | 21] 19 
Paris, Coislin. 2024. | XIII. |Wetstein. Variorum Commentary.| — | 22 | 18 
Paris, Coislin. 200. | XIII. |Wetstein. Stephens’ 0. Sent to 

St, Louis by Michael Paleologus.| 38 | 23 | — 
Brit. Mus., King’s) XIV. |Wetstein (Westmonasteriensis 935). 

Lib., 1. B. i. Mutilated. — | 25 | — 
Camb. Univ. Lib. MS.| XII. |Wetstein. Identified with Mill’s 

Dd. 11. 90. Im. Belonged to “Jo. Luke.” 

- Mutilated: the whole of Heb. is 
lost. — | 26 | — 

Brit. Mus., Addl. 1826 [Inspected by Wetstein. Belonged 
MSS. 5115—7. to Meade, and then to Askew. [109 | 75 | — 
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ee a a a 


23 
24 
25 
26 


27 


28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 


34 
35 
36 


37 
38 


39 


40 


41 
42 


43 
[44] 
45 
46 
[47] 
48 
49 


Designation. 


Bodleian, Baroe. 3. 


Chr. Coll. Camb., F. 
re 118s 
Brit. Mus. Harl. 
5537. 
Brit. Mus., Harl. 
5557. 


Brit. Mus., Har. 
5620. 


Brit. Mus., Harl. 
5778. 

Geneva, 20. 

Bodleian, Misc. 74. 


The Leicester MS. 


Bodleian, Laud. 31. 
(late 715.) 
Line. Coll. Oxf. 82. 


Dublin, Montfort.MS. 
Magd. Coll. Oxf. 9. 
New Coll. Oxf. 58. 


New Coll. Oxf. 59. 
Leyden, 77 Voss. 


Not identified. 


Vatican, Alex. 179. — 


Vatican, 2080. 
Frankfort on Oder, 
Seidel. 


Vienna, L’s 28, N’s 
300, 


Hamburg. 

Munich, 375. 

Jacobi Fabri Daven- 
triensis. 


Bodleian, Mise. 136, 


Not known now. 
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XII. 
XII. 
XIII. 
XIV. 
XIII. 
XI. 


XVi. 
Xi. 
XIII. 


XIII. 
XII. 


XI. 


Collator and other information. 


Mill (Baroe.). Def. 1 Pet. iii. 7— 
23. Scholia. 

Mill (Cant. 2). Scrivener (1, so 
cited in this ed.). 

Mill (Cov. 2). Def. 1 Joh. v. 14— 
2 Joh. 6. 

Mill (Cov. 3). Readings of Acts i. 
—iii. communicated to Griesbach. 
Def. Acts i. 1—11. 

Mill (Cov. 4). Hither a transcript 
of 29 or derived from the same 


Gosp.|Paul.|Apoc. 


original. 
Mill (Sin.). Def. Acts i. 1—20. 


Mill (Genev.). 

Mill (Hunt. 1). Known formerly 
as Huntingdon 131. 3 Joh., 
Jude, Apoe. written cent. xii. 

Serivener. Cited as ‘‘m” Act. Epp., 
“<f2 Apoc. 

Mill (Laud. 2). Def. 2 Pet. iii. 2 
—18. 

Mill (Zin. 2). Acts collated by 
Dobbin. (Entered among Latin 
MSS. in Coxe’s Catalogue.) Def. 
Rom. i. 1—20, 2 Pet. i. 1—15. 

Barrett and Dobbin. 

Mill (Magd. 1). 

Mill (VW. 1). Edited by Cramer, 
Catena. Cited as “cc” from 
Cramer. 

Mill (W. 2). Marginal gloss. 

Wetstein. Addl. readings in Der- 
mout. (Mill’s Pet. . No la- 
cuna (Dermout). Belonged to 
Petau and to Vossius. 

Mill’s Pet. 2. Def. Acts 1. 1—xviii. 
22; Ja. i. 1—v.17; 3 Joh. 9— 
end of Jude. 

Mill’s Pet. 3. Readings in Zacagni 
and Birch. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Middledorptin Rosenmiiller’s Comm. 
Theol., Vol. 2, pt. ii. pp. 167— 
190. Def. Acts ii. 3—34; 2 Pet. 
i. 1,2; 1 Joh. v. 11—21. 

Alter. (Mill’s Vien.) 


Various readings given by Lauren- 
tius Valla. (See Vol. ZIT. ed.3.) 

Bengel (Uffenbachianus). 

Bengel (Augustanus6), He.’s Comm. 

See Vol. ILI, ed. 3. 


Occasionally cited by Wetstein, v. 
Hobnerianus. 

Wetstein (Andree Feschit). Con- 
tains Mk. with Vict-ant’s Comm. 
and Cath. Epp. with scholia of 


61 
57 


Sev, Ammon, Max. 


92 


39 
41 


194, 


6 


14 


MANUSCRIPTS OF CATH. EPP. [PROLEGOMENA. 


SSS ee a ee ee ee 


Designation. Date 

[50] Aare. — 
51 |Paris, 56. XI. 
52 |Not known now. —_ 
53 |Emm. Coll. Camb. i.| XII. 

“14, 35. 
54 |Bibl. de TArsenal) XII. 
Paris, 4. 
[55] | Not known now. — 
56 |Bodleian, Clark 4. Xi. 
57 |Copenhagen, 1. 1278 
58 |Bodleian, Clark 9. XIII. 
59 |Brit. Mus., Harl.! XIII. 
5588. 

60 |Brit. Mus. Harl.| 1407 
5613. 

61 |Camb. Univ. Lib.| XII. 
MS. Mm. 6. 9. 

62 |Paris, 60. XIV. 

63 |Vienna, L’s 35, N’s| XIV 
313. 

64 |Vienna, L’s 36, N’s| XIII 
303. 

65 |Vienna, L’s 1, N’s! XIII 
23. 

66 |Vienna, L’s 34, N’s| XII. 
302. 

67 |Vienna, L’s 37, N’s| 1331 
221. 

68 |Upsala, Sparwenfeld} XI. 
42. ! 

69 |Wolfenbiittel, xvi. 7.| XIII 

70 |Vatican, 360. XI. 

71 |Vatican, 363. XI. 
72 |Vatican, 366. XIII 
73 |Vatican, 367. D.G & 

[74] |Vatican, 760. XII. 
75 |Vatican, 1160. XIII. 
76 |Vatican, 1210. XI. 
"7 |Vatican, Palat. 171. | XIV. 
78 \Vatican, Alex. 29. XII. 
79 |Vatican, Urb. 3. XI. 
80 |Vatican, Pio 50. XII. 
81 |Barberini Lib. Rome,} XI. 

377. 
82 |Propaganda Lib. | 1274 
| Rome, 250. 


83 
84 


[85] 


Naples, 1. B. 12. X. 
Laur. Lib. Florence,} X. 


lV. 
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Collator and other information. 


Stephens’ 2’. Identified by some 
with 113 below. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

The Codex Rhodiensis occasionally 
cited by Stunica. 

Serivener. Cited as “n” 


Inspected by Scholz. Known as 
San-maglorianus. 

A second copy of Ep. Jude in the 
MS. numbered 47 above, 

Inspected by Scholz. (Omits Jude ?) 

Hensler. 

Inspected by Scholz. Ends Heb. 
xi. 7. 

1 Pet., collated by Griesbach. 


1 Pet., 1 John v., collated by Gries- 
bach. 

Scrivener. Cited as “o.” (Iden- 
tified with Mill’s Hal.) 


. |1 Joh. v., collated by Griesbach, 
. |Alter and Birch. 


. |Alter and Birch. 
. |idited by Alter. 


iy. 1. 
Laur. Lib. Florence,| XIII. 


Alter and Birch. Scholia. 
Alter and Birch. 


Aurivillius. Catena. 


. [Knittel in Mattheei. 


Inspected by Scholz. 
Inspected by Birch and Scholz. 


. [Inspected by Birch and Scholz. 


Birch. 

Inspected by Birch and Scholz. 
Contains Acts alone. Marginal 
catena. 

Inspected by Birch and Scholz. 

Ja.; 1, 2 Pet.; 1 Joh.; Heb. “ex- 
acte contuli” Birch. 

Zacagni. 

Birch, “per omnia accurate ex- 
aminavi.” Def. Eph. i. 9 to end 
of Heb. 

Inspected by Birch. 

Beh. “per omn. diligente bis coll.” 

Inspected by Birch. Commentary. 


Engelbreth in Bch. (Once Borg. 4.) 


Ja. i. ii. collated by Scholz. 
Inspected by Bch. Marginal comm. 


Inspected by Birch. Does not con- 
tain Cath. Epp. 


Gosp 


Apoce. 


33 
34 
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86 
87 
88 
89 
90 


£91 
92 
93 
94 
95 


96 
97 


98 
99 


100 
101 
[102] 
[103] 
104 
105 
106 
[107] 


£108 
£109 


Designation. 


Laur. Lib. Florence, 
iv. 20. 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
iv. 29. 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
iv. 31. 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
iv. 32. 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
viii. 14. 


Brit. Mus., Addl. MS. 
11837. 

Can. Reg. Bologna, 
640. 

S. Mark’s Venice, 5. 

S. Mark’s Venice, 6. 

S. Mark’s Venice, 10. 


S. Mark’s Venice, 11. 
Wolfenbittel, Gud. 
Gr. 104, A. 
5) 


Lib. of Holy Synod, 
Moscow, 5. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
334. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
333.0 

The MS. called “K” 
above. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
193. 


Dresden, Cod. Matth. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
380. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
328. 

Dresden, 252. 


Escurial y. iv. 17. 


Kscurial y. iv. 12. 


Date. 
XI. 
X. 
>. 


XI. 


1445 


XIII. 


dU 
XI. 
XII. 
XI. 
XV. 


XI. 
XIV. 


Collator and other information. 
Inspected by Birch. Margl. comm. 
Inspected by Birch. 

Inspected by Birch. 
Inspected by Birch. 


Inspected by Birch. Contains Ep. 
of Ja. with marginal scholia, and 


Mt. Mk. with Chr.’s comm. 
Scrivener. Cited as *h.” 
Inspected by Scholz, 

Rinck. 
Rinck. 
Rinck. (See also Birch App. to 

Apoc.) 

Rinck. 
Langer in Griesbach. (98 in 

Griesb.) 


Matthei’s a. 
Matthei (c). 


Matthei (d). Thl.’s comm. 
Mattheei (f). Scholia. 


Matthei (h). A vol. of scholia with 
texts on margin. Continuous 
only Acts i, 1—ix. 12. 

Mattheei (k). 

Mattheei (1). 


Matthei (m). 


Matthei (19). See App. to Joh. 
(Gosp.) p. 378. A Euchologium 
containing amongst other N. T. 
leetions Heb. ii. 2—10; 11—18; 
vii. 26—viil. 2; xiii. 17—21; Ja. 
v. 10—20 (10—16 a 2nd time) ; 
2 Pet. i. 1O—19; 1 Joh. iv. 12— 
19. This MS. ought to be en- 
tered amongst the lectionaries. 
[ev. 57.] 

No published collation of the 

Epistles. 


No published collation of the 
Epistles. 


Gosp. 


11 | 


118 
120 
121 


5 | 


122 


226 | 228 


227 |229 


£ Formerly Cod. Pradicatorum S. Marci, 701. See Scrivener, Collation of MSS. of 


Gosp. p. xlv. 


Introd. to N. T. Criticism, p. 163. 


& These appear to be the MSS. spoken of by Rey. Edw. Clarke in his “ Letters con- 


cerning the Spanish Nation,” 4to, London, 1763, p. 133. 
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[110] 


[111] 
(6112) 


113 
114 
115 


116 
117 
118 
119 


120 


121 
122 


Designation. 


Camb. Univ. Lib. — 


MS. Nn. 5. 27. 


The same MS. as 61 
above. 

The MS. numbered 9 
above. 

Paris, 4:7. 

Paris, 57. 

Paris, 58. 


Paris, 59. 
Paris, 61. 
Paris, 101. 
Paris, 102 A. 
Paris, 103 a. 


Paris, 104. 
Paris, 105. 


Paris, 106 a. 


Paris, 124. 
Paris, 125. 
Paris, 216. 
Paris, 217. 
Paris, 218. 
Paris, 220. 


Paris, 221. 


Paris, 223. 
Paris, Coisl. 196. 


Date. 


XII. 
XI. 


Turin, C. (285 ?) i. 40.} XIII. 
Turin, 19. (C. ii. 17.)} XI. 
Turin, C. ii. 5. (802.)} XIII. 
Turin, 1. (C. ii. 31.) | XII. 
Ambros. Lib. Milan,| XI. 


Sie 


‘Ambros. Lib. Milan,| XIV. 


102. 


. | Coll. max. cod. pars” Scholz. 


. |Inspected by Scholz. Comm., text 


Collator and other information. Gosp. 


A folio copy of the Greek Bible 
printed “ Basile per Joan. Her- 
vagium 1545.” A few notes are 


written on the margin. 441 
Reiche. 18 
Reiche. = 


Inspected by Scholz. Ends with 2 
Tim. ii. — 
Inspected by Scholz. Scholia. 


Inspected by Scholz. — 
“Coll. max. cod. pars” Scholz. Def. 
(in this vol.) 1 Joh. ii. 11—iii. 8 ; 
ili. 24—v. 14; 2 Joh.; 3 Joh. 11 
—end of Jude. — 


. | Coll. max. cod. pars ” Scholz. _— 


“ Coll. max. cod. pars” Scholz. Con- 
tains (for this vol.) only the follg 
fragments: 1 Pet. ii. 20—iii. 2; 
ui. 17—end of 2 Pet.; 1 Joh. i. 
1—iii. 5; iii, 21—v. 91; 2 Joh. 
8—3 Joh. 10; Jude 7—end. — 


Def. 1 Pet. i. 9—ii. 7. Scholia. | — 
Inspected by Scholz. — 


. |Inspected by Scholz. — 


Inspected by Scholz. Scholia. — 
Reiche. Scholia. — 
Inspected by Scholz. Catena. ae 


often omitted. — 
Inspected by Scholz. Catena. Def. 
Acts xx. 38—xxii. 3; 2 Pet. i. 
14— end; 1 Joh. iv. 11—Jude 8.} — 
* Coll. magna cod. pars” Scholz. | — 
Inspected by Scholz. 330 
Scholz, “ accurate.” — 
Inspected by Scholz. — 
Inspected by Scholz. 339 
Inspected by Scholz. — 
“Coll. codex fere integer in Act. et 
Ep. Cath.” Scholz. — 
Inspected by Scholz. _— 


Paul.|Apoc. 


222 


132 
134 


135 


— |136 
. |Reiche (in Acts, Epp.). 263 
. |Parts collated by Scholz. — 


137 
138 
139 


141 
142 


143 


144, 
149 
150 
153, 
154 
155 


156 


158 
131 
166 
167 
170 
169 


176 
173 


oldest MSS. of the Epistles which I could find in the Escurial. . . . Both concur word 
for word in this reading, “Ore rpsic slow ot paprupovyrec TO rvedpa Kai Td Udwp, Kai 
76 alpat Kai ot rpsic sic Td Ev eiow ei THY paorupiay roy avOpwrwy K.T.r.? [This 
passage was kindly pointed out to me by Dr. Tregelles. A. W. G.] 

h I have to thank Mr. Bradshaw, Fellow of King’s Coll. Camb., for putting the 
Greek Test. MSS. of the University Library before me, and explaining the various 
catalogues. A. W. G. - 

i So Scholz: but on 1 John v. 7, he speaks of “122” as “hoc loco mutilus.” 
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139 
140 
141 
142 
143 
144, 
145 
146 
147 
148 
149 
150 


151 
[152] 


153 


"154 
155 


156 
157 


158 


159 


160 
161 
162 
163 
164 
165 
166 
167 


Designation. 


Ambros. Lib. Milan, 


Mark’s 
546. 
Laur. Lib. Florence, 
vi. 27. 
Modena, MS. III. B. 
17. (or MS. 243 ?) 
Laur. Lib. Florence, 
Vi. B: 
Laur. Lib. 
vi. 18. 
Laur. Lib. 
vi. 36. 
Laur. Lib. 
(2708 ?) 
Laur. Lib. 
iv. 30. 
Laur. Lib. 
(2574: ?) 
Laur. Lib. 
(176 ?) 
Riccardi Lib. Flo- 
rence, 84, 
Vatican, Ottob. 66. 
Camb. Univ. Lib. 
MS. Nn. 3. 20, 21. 


Ss. Venice, 


Florence, 
Florence, 
Florence, 
Florence, 
Florence, 


Florence, 


Brit. Mus., Harl. 


5796. 
Vatican, 1270. 
Vatican, 1430. 


Vatican, 1650. 
Vatican, 1714. 


Vatican, 1761. 


Vatican, 1968. 


Vatican, 2062. 

Vatican, Ottob. 258. 
Vatican, Ottob. 298. 
Vatican,-Ottob. 325. 
Vatican, Ottob. 381. 
Vatican, Ottob. 417. 


Vallicella Lib. Rome, 
B. 86. 
Vallicella Lib. Rome, 


E. 22. 
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XIL 


1073 
XII. 


XI. 
XIII. 
XV. 
XIV. 
1252 
XIV. 
XUII. 
XVI. 


Collator and other information. 


Inspected by Scholz. ‘ 

(Part Cent. xiii.) Inspected by 
Scholz. Catena. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Contains Chr. on Mt. Lu. and Cath. 
Ep. with Catena. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. 


Inspected by Scholz. 


Cath. Ep. with Latin version. 


Inspected by Scholz. 


Inspected by Scholz. 

A copy of the printed Greek Test., 
8vo, London 1728, interleaved and 
bound up in two volumes. Con- 
tains MS. notes by John Taylor. 

Inspected by Scholz. 


Comm. 
Commentary, 


Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. 
by a different hand. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Contains (for this vol.) Ja. iii. 1—4, 
iv. 11—end, Jude, 3 Joh. 

Inspected by Scholz. Heb. ix. 14 
—end given by Mai in his edn. 
of $B.77 

“Cursim coll. cod. integer” Scholz. 
Contains Acts v. 29—end (exe. 
vi. 14—vii. 11), Ja., 1 Pet. with 
scholia. 

Scholz. Scholia. Begins Acts xxviii. 
19. Ends Heb. ii. 1 (or iti. 12 ?) 

Scholz (“maxima pars”). Latin 
version. Begins Acts ii. 27. 

Scholz (maxima pars”). Latin 
version. 

Scholz (max. pars”). 
iv. 19—yv. 1. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. Contains Cath. 
Epp. among various works of St. 
Ephrem and others. 

Inspected by Scholz. 


Def. Acts 


Inspected by Scholz. 


Gosp.|Paul. 


189 


393 


174 


215 
239 


178 


Apoc. 


74 


84 


70 


24 
69 


§ 1] 


MANUSCRIPTS OF CATH. EPP. [rrotucomena. 


Designation. Date. Collator and other information. Gosp.|Paul.| Apoc. 
168 ob eine Lib. Rome,| X IV.| Inspected by Scholz. — |205 | — 
pits 
169 |Ghigi Lib. Rome,| 1394 |Inspected by Scholz. [On the date] — |206 | — 
R. V. 29. see Scriv.’s Crit. p. 197.] 
170 Rebels Lib. Rome,| 1330 |Inspected by Scholz. 394 |186 | — 
eee 
171) |Iwo MSS. in the Li-) XVI. Inspected by Scholz. en OS de 
‘| brary of the Col- 
172 i legio Romano. XVI. [Inspected by. Scholz.. — 210; — 
[173 ]|Probably the same XI. |A Naples MS. “nullo numero sig- 
MS. as “83” above. natus” in Scholz’s list. See Tre- 
gelles in Horne, vol. iv. p. 357, 
note 2. — {211 | — 
174 |Naples, 1. C. 26. XV. [Scholz (“magna pars”’). — (212 | — 
175 |Mon. of S. Bas. Mes-| XII. |(Inspected by Miter ?) — (216 | — 
sana, 2. 
176 |Syracuse. XII. [Inspected by Minter. 421 \218, | — 
177 |Leyden, Meerman. | XII. |Dermout. Def. (in this vol.) 1 Joh. 
iv. 20 to end of Jude. 122 |219 | — 
178 |Middlehill, Worces-| XI. |(Inspected by Scholz?) Def. (in 
tersh., 1461. this vol.) Heb. ix. 3—x. 29; Ja. 
i, 1—5; iii. 6—iv.16; 2 Pet. ii. 
10—1 Joh. i, 1;. iii, 183—iv. 2 ; 
Jude 16—end. — |242 | 87 
179 |Munich, 211. XI. [Inspected by Scholz. — {128 | 82 
180 |Strasburg, Molshei-| XII. |Various readings of Gosp. given by 
mensis. Arendt in the German Theol. 
Quarterly for 1833. Those of Acts 
and Ep. communicated to Scholz./431 |288 | — 
181 |Berlin. (Diez. 10.) | XV. |Pappelbaum. Def. (in this vol.) 
Heb. i. 1—9. 400 |220 | — 
182) |Two MSS. in a Monas-| XII. i 
tery on the Island Inspected by Scholz. — (243 | — 
182a J of Patmos. XIII. 
183 |Gr. Mon. Jerusalem,| XIV. |Inspected by Scholz. — [231 | — 
8. 
184 |Gr. Mon. Jerusalem,| XIII. |Inspected by Scholz. Commentary.) — |232 | 85 
Oh 
185 |Mon. of S. Saba nr.| XI. [Inspected by Scholz. — (233 | — 
Jerus., 1. 
186 |Mon. of S. Saba nr.| XIII. /Inspected by Scholz. 457 |234 | — 
Jerus., 2. 
187 |Mon. of S. Saba nr.| XIV. [Inspected by Scholz. 462 |235 | 86 
Jerus., 10. 
188 |Mon. of S. Saba nr.| XII. [Inspected by Scholz. — |236 | — 
; Jerus., 15. 
189 |Mon. of S. Saba nr.) XIII. |Inspected by Scholz. 466 |237 | 89 
Jerus., 20. 
190 |Ch. Ch. Oxf., Wake34) XI. [Acts xviliixx. and 1 Joh. collated 
by Scholz. Ja. and 1 Pet. not 
now contained in the MS. no No.|\244 | 27 
191 |Ch. Ch. Oxf., Wake38} 1312 eos by Scholz?) Def. Acts : 
ms ee 
192 |Ch. Ch. Oxf., Wake37| XI. Maspeeted by Scholz?) Def. Acts 
xii. 4-xxili. 32. — |246 | — 


Note.—In accordance with facts ascertained whilst compiling the above list, it has 
become necessary to give certain modifications and corrections of the statements made 
at p. 503. The passage referred to should stand as follows :— 

Scholz numbers 192 cursive mss. in the Acts and Catholic Epistles. 
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Of these ; six 


PROLEGOMENA.] APPARATUS CRITICUS. - [oH. Tx: 


do not contain 1 John, viz. “55. 74. 85. 90. 157. 159;” sia are defective at this point, 
viz. “53 (= Scrivener’s n). 103. 120. (122 ?) 130. 177 ;” seven are identical with mss. 
named on our margin, viz. “13,” “24” = “1,” “31” = “ aye, GW oe 
“9” (see Scriv.), “91” = “h,” and “102” = “K;” two, viz. “110” and “152,” are 
not mss. at all but printed books; one, viz. Cantab. Kk 6. 4 (= *2068 of Nasmith’s 
index), is cited twice, first as “9,” and then as “112” (cf. “ 0”) ; and three more must 
be dismissed from the enumeration for separate reasons (“107” is a lectionary, and 
does not contain the pericopa, “44” represents not a ms. but an ancient collection of 
various readings, and “83” is probably the same ms. as “173”). We have thus left 
165 (including [see prolegomena] “108” and “ 1097’), all of which, together with &, 
Hr, and the seventeen given on the margin, 184 in all, have been examined and found 
to omit the disputed passage. This statement however is not really quite as accurate 
and complete as at first sight it might seem to be. Vine of the number named above 
(viz. “ce. f. 8. 39. 47. 49. 50. 52. 98”) may possibly be hereafter identitied with others 
as yet denoted by a separate symbol, for it is not distinctly known where they are now 
preserved. When we say then that all known manuscripts, with the exception of two, 
omit the words in question ; let it be understood that we mean, to begin with, 175 mss. 
to be found at the places indicated in the list prefixed to this volume; and in addition 
probably not less than 70 more seen and examined by trustworthy persons. (The nine 
named above; the ms. entered as 182a in our list; eighteen given by Scrivener, 
Introd. to N. T. Crit. pp. 199, 200; and about 50 lectionaries.) We have thus, at 
least 175, possibly as many as 250 manuscripts, of all ages, to be set against 2 of the 
16th century. 
(II.) Containing the Arocatyps®. 


Designation. Date. Collator and other information. Gosp.|Cath.| Paul. 


1 |Reuchlini. ? The only MS. of the Apocalypse (con- 
taining i, 1—xxii. 16, yevog rou 
6a5|) used by Erasmus for his 
first edition. It has been recently 
found in the libraryat Mayhingen, 
by Prof. Delitzsch of Erlangen, 
who has published an account of| 
its readings as compared with the 
texts of Erasmus and Tischendorf, 
This account has been incorpo- 
rated in the digest of this edition 
from ch. iv. 5). The text in the 
MS. is mixed up with the com- 
mentary of Andreas, who lived in! 
the latter half of Cent. V. Its 
age is not definitively stated ; but 
it bears marks of being copied 
from anearlier, uncial MS. See De- 
litzsch, Handschriftliche Funde, 
pt. i. pp. 7—16. Leipzig, 1861. | — | — | — 


J The only exception to the faithful reproduction of Delitzsch’s account is, that 
palpable and undeniable clerical errors in the MS. have not been noticed. Such, e. g., 
are, Aevicdcg for Aevedg, xix. 11: aedOnoay for EkdOioav, xx. 4: Kai Koouyacone 
(accents sic), xxi. 2: sic abrodbe aldvac, xxii. 5. 

The following are the readings of this MS. in the earlier part of the Apocalypse, as 
given by Delitzsch; but the printing of the volume was too far advanced to admit of 
their being mentioned in the digest. 

Title arocaduytc rov aytov wavyvov rou Meodoyov. 

Ch. i. 2 oo re ade | dato o wy | a cory evwmor | 5 ek Twy verpwy | ayarnoavte | 
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Designation. Date. Collator and other information. Gosp.| Cath.| Paul. 


2 |Paris, 237. X. —|Wetstein (“de integro”). Many 


additional readings in Scholz. Oe (ele 
[3] | Not identified. — _|Stephens’ is’. — | — | — 
k4, |Paris, 219. XI. |Wetstein. Apocalypse re-examined 


for this edition. Text mixed up 

with commentary, but easily dis- 

tinguishable. = (e125) 16 

[5] |Various _ readings 
given by Lauren- 
tius Valla. 


AvoavTt EK TwWY apapTiwy (omg nuwy) | 6 Bacrec Kat Leper | atwyac TwY awyur | 
7 skexevticay | copovrat macat (omgen’ avrov) | 8 ro a Kat TO w apxn Kat TEAC Aeyer 
Ke 0 O¢ | 9 eyw w o adedgog | ev Ty Bactheg kat vropory tnoov xpiorov | kau rnv 
papruptay tnoov xguorou | 10 omtow pov gwyny | 11 AEyovare eyw eye TO a Kat TO WO 
mowrog Kat o exxaTocg Kat o Brererc | Targ ExkAnovatg (omg era) | copupyyyr—Ova- 
reipac | 12 edadnoe | 13 ev peow Twy AvxvIwy | oporoy vioy | 14 wee eprov | 16 dsérg 
avrov xeupe | 17 exeOnuev ryv dekcayv avrov xepa | Aeywy por | 18 Tov adov ca rov 
Oavarov | 19 ypaoy a evdeg | yuvecBar | 20 ovg evdeg | kar exra AvYViAL ag EEC. 

a 1 Epecr (egectwy in comm) | repiarwy exe TwY ExTa KUXYLWY TwY xpvowr | 
2 xorov cov | Bucrazat | homeotel 4th to 5th war | 3 cat eBanricag Kat vropovny 
exer¢ Ota TO ovopa pov Kat komiakag | 5 exmerrwKac | epxomar coe raxei (sic) | 
7 ey pesw Tov Tapadsrow Tov Oeov (omg pov) | 8 rng excAnovac pupvawy (sic) | 9 cov 
Ta epya Kat Tnv OrAry cat THY mrwyxtav | mrovotog Je & | BAaodnmiay Twy deyor- 
zwy | 10 cov perder Barety && vpwy o draBodog | weipaOnre | exere | 13 oda ra epya 
cov kat Tov | nuspatc ev atc | o caravac Karowxet | 14 add’ exw | ore exetc | ev Tw 
Bada | ind payew (omg car) | 15 0 prow | 16 om ovy | 17 avrw gaye azo rov p.| 
om o ovdac «.7.A. | 18 Ovaretporg | 19 ryv ayarny Kat rnyv Stakoviay Kat THy mor 
kat THY vTopoYNnY cov Kat Ta Epya Gov’ Kat Ta Ecxara | 20 aAA EXW Kara Cov THY 
yuvauca | eZaBed | eat didacKe rat mhavarat epove | kat edwdroOvra gaye | 21 pera- 
vonon EK THE Topveac auTn¢g Kat ov perevonoer | 22 wWov (eyw written over) Badrw | 
24 Neyw Tog Nowrore Tore Ev Ovaretporg | Ban | 25 axpre ov | 28 mpuivov. 

iii. 1 ort ovopa exec ort Cw (sic) | 2 ornoitov | the words a eweAA arroParny ov 


yap svpica cov epya ner han are omitted, but supplied in the margin | evwmioy rov 
Ocov (omg pov) | 4 exercc (omg adda) odtya@ ovopara Kat ev capdeoty | 5 om Ist to 2nd 
avrov | 7 0 exwy THY KAgwWa Tov 0ad 0 avotywy Kat ovdetc KAELEL KaL KAELWY Kat OVdELC 
avotys | 8 cat ovdsic | pucpay exer | 9 didwue | Pevdovrar kat woijow | wa nEw Kae 
ToocKkvyNnoovoLy | 11 om «dou bef epyopat | 12 om 2nd to 8rd Oeou pov | 14 exeAnovag 
Aaodicewy | 15 om Ist to 2nd Zeoroc | 17 ovdevog | edeetvog and om o | 18 ap’ eyov 
xovotoy | KovAdovpioy eykptooy | 19 Enhwoor | 20 om «at bef excehevoopat. 

iv. 1 Asyovoa avaBa | 2 ca evdews | 3 capdivw | 4 0’ bis (so elsewhere) | 5 om «az 

ovrar kat pwvat. 

“ =e cies were consulted by me in nearly every place where in the last 
edition they were either cited e silentio or queried. Roughly speaking, each manuscript 
was examined in about 200 readings, one or two of them in very many more, (“4 and 
“9” were examined in about 182 places. “10” was collated up to ch. ii, 21, and con- 
sulted in the rest whenever there was reason to think that Mill had passed over any of 
the variations, the authorities for which were to be stated in the digest of this volume, 
“17” was examined in about 364 places; “18,” in about 283; and “19,” in about 
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Designation. Date. ColJator and other information. Gosp.|Cath.| Paul. 
6 |Bodleian, Baroc. 3. | XII. {Mill and Caspar Wetstein. Mar- 
ginal commentary, edited by Cra- 
mer. — | 23 | 28 
47 |Brit. Mus., Harl.| 1087 |Scrivener. Cited as “1.” — | 25 | 31 
5537. ; 
8 |Brit. Mus., Harl| XII. |Scrivener. Cited as “d.” — | 28 | 34 
5778. 
kQ |Bodleian, Misc. 74. | XII. |Mill (Hunt. 1). Apocalypse re- 
examined for this edition. | — | 80 | 36 
k10 |Cambridge, MS. Dd.| XIV. Mill (JZ). Apocalypse re-examined 
9. 69. for this edition. Marginal comm.| 60 | — | — 
11 |Petavii? Wow lost.| ? |Mill (Peé. 2). | — | 39 | 45 
12 |Vatican, Alex.179. | —  |Mill (Pet. 3). Birch. Inspected by 
Scholz. — | 40 | 46 
13 |Frankfort on Oder,| XI. |Middeldorpfin Rosenmiiller’s Comm. ; 
Seidel. | Theol. vol. 2. part ii. pp. 190— 
205. — | 42 | 48 
14 |Leicester MS. XIV. |Serivener. Cited as “f.” 69 | 31 | 37 
15 |Basle fragment. —  |A part of the 3rd and 4th chapters 
of Apoc. written in cursive letters 
in the volume referred to as “EH” 
in the Gospels. —|—|]— 
16 |Uffenbachianus. XV. Bengel in his Apparatus Criticus. 
Closely allied with our “1” (i.e. 
“7” above). — | 45 | 52 


k17 |Paris, Coisl. 199. XI. |Wetstein. A very few additional 
readings in Scholz. Apocalypse 
re-examined for this edition. 35 | 14] 18 
k18 |Paris, Coisl. 202, a. | XIII. |Wetstein. Apocalypse re-examined 
for this edition. Andreas’ comm.| — | 18 | 22 
k19 |Paris, Coisl. 205. XI. |Wetstein. Apocalypse re-examined 
for this edition. Apoce. i. 1 to ii. 


5 supplied by a later hand. — | 17} 21 
20 |Vatican, 2080. XII. |Part of the last chapter transcribed 
by Blanchini. 175 | 41 1194 
121 |Vallicella Lib. Rome,| XIV. \Uncited. Andreas’ comm. —|—|— 
D. 20. 
122 |Vallicella Lib. Rome,| XIII. |Inspected by Scholz. — |166 |204 
B. 86. 


Amar as See note ™, 
Vatican, 2062. XI. (Readings from the latter chapters 
given by Blanchini. Apoe. fol- 
lows Acts. — |160 |193 
25 |Vatican, Palat. 171. | XIV. |Readings given in Amelotte’s French 
version of the Apocalypse. Ad- 
ditional readings and corrections 


of ch. i. 1—iii. 9 given in Birch. |149 | 77 | 88 
26 |Ch.Ch. Oxt.,Wake12.| XT. |Caspar Wetstein (= lect. 57). 


27 |Ch.Ch.Oxf., Wake 34.) XI. 'Caspar Wetstein. 


[23 
24 


— (190 |244 


1 Scholz’s citations of these numbers are taken from Wetstein, and not from these 
mss, as would be inferred from his list. Wetstein’s 21, 22 are two (supposititious ?) 
French mss. which appear in Bentley’s specimen of the last chapter of Revelation in 
his proposals for a new edition of the Greek Testament. 

m Scholz inserts here a MS. (Paris, Coisl. 200), which Wetstein says does not con- 
tain the Apocalypse. The Mediczan readings once designated by this number ought 
not to be reckoned as if they represented the variations of some one MS. 
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[PROLEGOMENA. 


Designation. 


Bodleian, Baroc. 48. 
Brit. Mus., Harl.5613. 
Wolfenbiittel, xvi. 7. 
Brit. Mus., Harl.5678. 
Dresden, Loescheri. 
Vienna, 1. 

Vienna, 34. 

Vienna, 248. 


Vienna, Koll. 26. 


Vatican, 366. 
Vatican, 579. 


Vatican, 1136. 
Vatican, 1160. 
Vatican, Alex. 68. 


Vatican, Pio 50. 
Barberini Lib. Rome, 
23. 


Propaganda Rome, 
250. 
Laur. Lib. Florence, 


432. 
S. Mark’s Venice, 10. 


Dresden, Cod. Matth. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
380. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
67 


Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
206 


Paris, 47. 
Paris, 56. 


Paris, 59. 
Paris, 61. 
Paris, 101. 
Paris, 1024. 
Paris, 124, 
Paris, 19. 
Paris, 994A. 
Paris, 1364. 
Paris, 491. 


Paris, 239, 240. 

Paris, 241. 

Paris, 224. 

Univ. Lib. Moscow, 
25. 

Vatican, 360. 

Vatican, 1743. 

Vatican, 1904. 
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Date. 


XV. 
1407 


Scrivener. 


. |Knittel in Matthei’s Appendix. 


. |Edited by Alter. 

. |Alter. Collated with 33. Andr- 
comm.” 

. |Alter. Collated with 33. Andr- 


. |Birch (throughout Apoc.). 
.|Birch. Re-collated for this volume 


. |Birch (throughout she 


. |Birch (throughout Apoc. 
. |Birch (throughout Apoc.). Andr- 


. |Contains, amongst other things, a 


Collator and other information. 


Cited as n.”? 
Scrivener. Cited as “e.” 
Scrivener. Cited as “c.”? 
Matthei (in Appendix). 


Alter. Collated with 38. 


| 


comm. 


by B. H. Alford. 


comm. 
Birch. 


fragment of a catena upon the 
Apocalypse (ch. xiv.17—xviii. 20), 
collated by Birch. 
Some readings given in Birch as 
communicated by Engelbreth. 
Apoc. i.—iii. collate@ by Birch. 


Engelbreth in Birch. A yaluable 
MS. but imperfectly collated. 


. {Inspected by Scholz. 
. |Inspected by Scholz. 
. [Inspected by Scholz. 
. [Inspected by Scholz. 
. |Inspected by Scholz. 
. {Inspected by Scholz. 
. {Inspected by Scholz. 
. |Inspected by Scholz. 
. |A defective copy of the Apoc. among 


. [Inspected by Scholz. 
. [Inspected by Scholz. Andr-comm. 


Mattheei (k). 
Matthei (1). 


Matthei (0). Andr-comm. 
Mattheei (p). 
Reiche. 


Inspected by Scholz. 
xxii. 17—21. 


Def. Apoc. 


Comm. 


various works of Bas., Thdrt., 


Max. 
Andr-comm. 


Inspected by Scholz. Areth-comm. 
A fragment containing Apoc. xvi. 
20—end, inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. Andr-comm. 

Scholz says, “Integre fere coll.” 
Contains only ch. vii. 17—viii. 12, 
and ch. xx,1—end. Areth-comm.} — 


s 2 


\Gosp.|Cath. 


Paul. 


63 
74, 


B7 
67 
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Designation. 


Vatican, Ottob. 258. 


Vatican, Ottob. 66. 

Vatican, Ottob. 381. 

Ghigi Lib. Rome, R. 
iv. 8. 

Corsini Lib. Rome, 
838. 

S. Mark’s Venice, 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
iv. 20. 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
iv. 380. 

Laur. Lib. Florence, 
vii. 9. 

Vatican, Ottob. 176. 

Munich, 248. 


Munich, 544, 
Munich, 23. 
Munch, 211. 


Turin, C, ii. 5. 

Riccardi Lib, Flo- 
rence, 84. 

Gr. Mon. Jerusalem, 
Sh 

Mon, of S. Saba nr. 
Jerusalem, 10. 

Middlehill, Worces- 
tersh., 1461. 

S. Mark’s Venice, 5. 


Mon. of S. Saba nr. 
Jerusalem, 20. 

Synod. Lib. Moscow, 
Cod. Matth. 

The cursive portion 
of Vatican 1209. 


Dublin, Montfort MS. 


XVI. 


. |Inspected by Scholz. 


. [Theod. Peltanus, 


Collator and other information. 


Scholz says “ Coll. integer fere cod.” 
but it is only occasionally cited. 
Mutilated at end. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Inspected by Scholz. ° 

Andr-comm. 


. |Andr-comm. 


Inspected by Scholz. Comm. 
Inspected by Birch. 

Inspected by Scholz. 

Tnpokeal by Scholz. Areth-comm. 


Inspected by Scholz. 


. |. Sylburg 1596 in ed. of Andr- 


comm. (The same MS. as Andr-a ?) 


. |Inspected by Scholz. (The same 


MS. as Andr-p ?) 

1547. Andr- 
comm. 

Scholz says “ Coll. integer fere cod.” 


but it is only cited occasionally. 


. Inspected by Scholz. 


Inspected by Scholz. 


. Inspected by Scholz. 
. \Inspected by Scholz. 


Scrivener, Cited as “m.” 

Inspected by Birch. Apoc. copied 
from 46 above. 

Inspected by Scholz (86?). 


Mattheei (x), (Scholz’s 50?.) 


. |Mico for Bentley. (Printed in App. 


to Woide’s edn. of Cod. Alex.) 
Cited as “ Br.” 

Barrett (App. to edn. of Z of Gosp.). 
The Apocalypse was certainly 
transcribed from Cod. Leices- 
trensis. In this edn. therefore 
citations are almost wholly con- 
fined to the concluding portion, 
where “f” is now defective. 


Gosp. 


339 
368 


61 


Cath. 


189 


34 
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SECTION II. 
ANCIENT VERSIONS REFERRED TO IN THIS VOLUME. 


vss. the versions in general. 
vulg. the Latin Vuneate. 


The following manuscripts are cited when they differ from the 
Clementine edition :— 

am. amiatinus, written about a.p. 541. Tischendorf has edited 
it, and considers it the oldest and most valuable extant. 

demid. demidovianus. Published by Matthwi. Written in the 
XIIth century. 

fuld. fuldensis. Readings given by Lachmann. Written in the 
Vith century. 

harl. harleianus, No. 1772. Collation given by Griesbach Symb. 
Crit. 


TP S4-) three manuscripts of the Apocalypse belonging to the Univer- 
ie cn sity of Leipzig. Readings given by Matthei. 

ips-6. 

lux. luxoviensis. A lectionary cited by Mabillon and Sabatier. 

tol. toletanus. A collation was published by Blanchini in his 


“ Vindicie Can. Script.” 


The Oxp Latin Version in use before Jerome’s revision is known 
from the following documents :— 
In the Epistle to the Hebrews, from the copy written side by side 
with the Greek of MS. D. Cited as D-lat when either the Latin 
words are quoted or the Greek and Latin are at variance, 


In the Hpistle of James, and beginning of 1 Peter, from two 
manuscripts :— 


corb. Corbeiensis. Published by Martianay in 1695 from the MS, 
cited in the Gospels as ff. 

vind. Vindobonensis. A few palimpsest fragments of the Acts and 
Catholic Epistles, copied by Tischendorf. Contains Ja, i. 
1—5, iii. 13—18, iv. 1, 2, v. 19, 20, and 1 Pet. i. 1—12. 


In the Apocalypse, the citations from Primasius are the chief repre- 
sentatives of the old text. 


spec. denotes the Latin readings contained in Mai’s “Speculum.” 
latt. denotes the consent of the Latin versions. 
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Syr. The Peschito (or simple) SyRtac version. Supposed to have 
been made as early as the second century”. 

syr. The later or Philoxenian version. Cent. V. Revised by 
Thomas of Harkel, a.p. 616. 

syr-dd. (in the Apocalypse) a version of the Apocalypse published 
by De Dieu in 1627 from a MS. in the Leyden Library. 
Tregelles says, “It is possibly not really an ancient work ; 
though its age is wholly uncertain, and its internal character 
and the nature of its text, as well as the want of all 
external credentials, place it indefinitely low as to critical 
value.” 

syrr. denotes the consent of the Syriac versions. 


copt. the Coptic or Memphitic Egyptian version. 

sah. the Thebaic or Sahidic Egyptian version. 

basm. the Bashmuric Egyptian version®. 

coptt. denotes that the Egyptian versions agree in supporting a 
given reading. 

copt-wilk. Wilkins’ edition of the Coptic version. 

copt-schw. that of Schwartze. 

copt-dz. Codex Diez, written about the tenth century. 

sah-ming. Mingarel’s; sah-mnt, Munter’s edition of the Thebaic. 
sah-woide, the MS. of the Thebaic published in the ap- 
pendix to Woide’s edition of the Codex Alexandrinus. 


goth. the Goruic version: made from the Greek by Ulphilas about 
the middle of the fourth century. 


eth, the A’rnroptio version: assigned to the fourth century. 
eth-rom. the edition given in the Roman polyglott. 
eth-pl. Pell Platt’s edition. 


arm. the ARMENIAN version: made in the fifth century. 
arm-usc. arm-zoh. the editions of Uscan and Zohrab respectively. 


n The Peschito does not contain 2 Pet., 2,3 John, or Jude; they have been added 
in modern editions from a later Syriac version found by Pococke in a ms. in the Bod- 
leian. This should not have been cited as “Syr ” but as “syr-pk.” 

© This version follows sah so closely as to have no independent critical value except 
where sah is not extant, (See Treg. in Horne, vol. iv. p. 299.) 
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SECTION III. 


FATHERS AND ANCIENT WRITERS CITED IN THE DIGEST TO THIS 
VOLUME. 


(N.B.—The abbreviation is designated by the thick type. In the remainder of the 
word or sentence Latin writers are described in italics.) 


Ambrose, Bp. of Milan, a.v. 374— 
397 

Amphilochius, Bp. of Iconium, 374 

Andreas, Bp. of Casareazin Cap- 
padocia, Centy. VI., cited as 
Andr-a from Cod. Augustanus ; 
Andr-p, from Cod. Palatinus, 
both of the twelfth century; 
and Andr-coisl, Cod. Coisli- 
nianus, No. 223, tenth century 
(see Tisch.) 

Andreas of Crete, 635 

Ansbert, Ambrose, d. 767 

Antiochus of Ptolemais, 614 

- Antonius Monachus, b. 251, d. 356 

Arethas, Bp. of Cesarea in Cappa- 
docia, Centy. X. 

Athanasius, Bp. of Alexandria, 
326—373 

Augustine, Bp. of Hippo, 395—430 

Basil, Bp. of Caesarea, 370—379 

Bede, the Venerable, 731 

Cassianus, Cent’. V. 

Cesarius of Constantinople, 368 

Ceesarius, Dpisc. Arelatensis, 502— 
544 

Cassiodorus, b. 479, d. 575 

Chromatius, Bp. of Aquileia, 402 

Chronicon Paschale, Cent’. VIL. 

Chrysostom, Bp. of Constantinople, 
397—407 ; Chr-mss as cited by 
Tisch. from Matthei ; -montf, 
from Montfaucon; Chr-wlf, 
Wolfenbiittel ms. of Chr written 
in the sixth century. 


277] 


Clement of Alexandria, fl. 194 

Clement, Bp. of Rome, 91—101 

Cosmas Indicopleustes, 535 

Cyprian, Bp. of Carthage, 248— 
258 

Cyril, Bp. of Alexandria, 412—444 

Cyril, Bp. of Jerusalem, 348—886 

Damascenus, Johannes, 730 

“Dialogi de Trinitate,” variously 
ascribed to Ath Thdrt Max 

Didymus of Alexandria, 370 

Dionysius, Bp. of Alexandria, 247 
—265 

Ephrem the Syrian, b. 299, d. 378 

Epiphanius, Bp. of Salamis in Cy- 
prus, 868—403 

Eusebius, Bp. of Cesarea, 315— 
Bp. of Portus 320 

Euthalius, Bp. of Sulci, 458 

Euthymius Zigabenus, 1116 

Fastidius, Bp. in Britain, 430 

Faustinus, 383 

Firmicus, Julius EF. Maternus, 845 

Fulgentius, Bp. in Africa, 508— 
533 

Gelasius of Oyzicum, fl. 476 

Gildas, fl. 581 

Glycas of Sicily, 1120 

Haymo, Bp. of Halberstadt, 841— 
853 

Hesychius of Jerusalem, Cent’. IV. 
or VI. 

Hilary, Bp. of Poictiers, 354—368 

Hippolytus, disciple of Irenezus, 
Bp. of Portus, 220 
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Idacius, the name under which Vig. 
published his work “de Trini- 
tate.” 

Trenzus, Bp. of Lyons, 178. Ge- 
nerally cited (as Iren-int or Iren- 
lat) from a Latin translation old 
enough to have been used by 
Tertullian. 

Isidore of Pelusium, 412 

Jerome, fl. 378—420 

Leo, Bp. of Rome, 440—461 

Lucifer, Bp. of Cagliari, 354—367 

Macarius of Egypt, 301—391 

Martin, Bp. of Rome, 649—655 

Maximus Taurinensis, 480—466 

Maximus Confessor, fl. 6830—662 

Meletius, Bp. of Antioch, 381 

Methodius, fl. 290—312 

Nazianzenus, Gregory, fl. 370—389 

Nilus of Constantinople, end of 
Centy. IV. 

Novatian, 251 

Nyssenus, Gregory, Bp. 371 

Oecumenius, Bp. of Tricca in 
Thrace, Centy, XI. ? 

Optatus, fl. 364—375 

Origen, b. 185, d. 254 

Orosiws, 416 

Orsiesius the Egyptian, 345 

Pacianus, Bp. of Barcelona, 370 

Pelagit Hp. ad Demetr. 417 ? 

Peter, Bp. of Alexandria, 300—311 

_Philastriws, Bp. of Brescia, fl. 880 

Philo Carpasius, Cent’. V. 

Pheebadius, Bp. of Agen, cir. 350— 
390 

Photius, Bp. of Constantinople, 
858—891 


CRITICUS. [oH. Ix. 

Polycarp, Bp. of Smyrna, d. 169 

Primasius, Centy. VI. 

Proclus, Bp. of Constantinople, 
434 

Procopius of Gaza, 520 

“ De Promissionibus dimid. temp.” 

“ Queestiones ex vet. et nov. Testt.” 
Printed among the works of 
Aug. 

Rufinus of Aquileia, 397 

Salvianus, 440 

Seduliws, 430 

Severus of Antioch, Centy. VI- 

“De Singuwlaritate Clericorum.” 
Among Cypr’s works. 

Socrates of Constantinople, 440 

Synopsis ascribed to Athanasius. 

Tertullian, 200 

Theodore, Bp. of Mopsuestia, 399 
—428 

Theodore of the Studium, 795— 
826 


‘Theodoret, Bp. of Cyrus, 420— 


458 

Theophylact, Abp. of Bulgaria, 
1071 

Tichonius, 390 

Timothy, Bp. of Alexandria, 380 

Titus, Bp. of Bostra, cir. 360—- 
371 

Victor of Antioch, 401 

Victor Vitensis, an African Bp. 
Cent”. V. 

Victorinws, 380 

Victor, Bp. of Tunis, 565 

Vigilius of Thapsus, 484 

“ De Vocatione gentiwm.” 

Zeno, Bp. of Verona, 362-—380 


To this list it may be useful to add the following ABBREVIATIONS 


USED IN THE DIGEST ;— 
aft, after. 
al, alii. 


appy, apparently. 
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bef, before . 

beg, beginning. 

comm, commentary—when appended to the name of a Father, de- 
notes that the reading referred to is found in the body of his com- 
mentary, and not in the text (txt) printed at the head of the com- 
mentary. This last is often very much tampered with. 

corr, corrector. corrd, corrected. 

ctra, contra. 

ed or edn, edition. 

elsw, elsewhere. 

elz, elzevir edition of the Greek Test. 

e sil, e silentio collatorum. 

exc, except. 

expr, expressly. 

follg or filg, the following words. 

er, Greek. gr-lat-ff, Greek and Latin Fathers. 

ins, insert—“ins cac AB” means that the MSS. A and B insert xa. 

int, interpreter or interpretation—appended to the name of a Father, 
means that the citation is made from a translation, not from the 
original. 

marg, margin. 

om, omit—“om xac AB” and “«ac om AB” mean that the MSS. 
A and B omit the car given in the text or inserted by other MSS. 

Ps, Pseudo—used in citing the spurious works ascribed to Ath. and 
other Fathers. 

pref, prefix. 

rec, the fextus receptus, or received text of the Greek Testament. 
This is used when Steph and elz agree. 

rel, reliqui—means that all the other manuscripts named on the 
margin have the reading to which it is appended P. 

simly, similarly. 

somet, sometimes. 

Steph, Stephens’ Greek Testament. 


transp, transpose. 
txt, text—when followed by a list of MSS., versions, &c., means that 


the reading adopted in this edition is supported by those MSS., 
versions, &c. (See also under comm above.) 

ver, verse. 

vss, versions. 


vv, verses, 
The figures 2, 3, &c., inserted above the line to the right hand, imply 


p rel-scr, occasionally used in the Apocalypse, means ‘the rest of the mss, collated 
by Scrivener.’ 
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a second, third, &c., hand in a MS. Thus B' means the original 
scribe of B; C*, the first corrector of C; C*, the second; D*, a 
recent scribe in D, by whom corrections were made or parts not 
originally in the MS. supplied. 

The same figures below the line, imply recurrence of the reading 
2, 3, &c. times in the author mentioned; e.g. Aug,, Orig,, Bass.4 


Words printed in the digest in the larger type used for the text 
itself are to be taken as of equal authority with the reading printed in 
the text. 


SECTION IV. 


LIST AND SPECIFICATION OF EDITIONS OF OTHER BOOKS QUOTED, 
REFERRED TO, OR MADE USE OF IN THIS VOLUME, 


(N.B.—Works mentioned in the lists given in the Prolegomena to the previous 
volumes are not here again noticed.) 


Atter, F. C., Novum Testamentum ad Codicem Vindobonensem 
greece expressum, varietatem lectionis addidit, Vienna 1787. 

AmpBrosE ANSBERT (+ 767) in S. Johannis Apocalypsin. Printed in 
the Bibliotheca Patrum maxima, vol. xiii. pp. 403 ff. 

AvBERLEN, Der Prophet Daniel und die Offenbarung Johannis in ihren 
gegenseitigen Verhiltniss betrachtet, u. s. w., Basel 1854. 

Barxer, Rev. W. G., Friendly Strictures on certain portions of the 
Rev. E. B. Elhott’s Hore Apocalyptic, London 1847. 

Bupz, Opp. ed. Colon. 1688. 

Brrou, Andreas, Varia Lectiones ad Textum Apocalypseos, 8vo. Copen- 
hagen 1800. 

Brirxs, T. R., Outlines of Unfulfilled Prophecy, London 1854. 

Benet, Erklarung der Offenbarung Joh. u. s. w., Stuttgart 1740 (cited 
second-hand). 

Idem, Apparatus Criticus, Tubingen 1763. 

BrtentmMann, Commentary on the Apocalypse, Lond. 1616. 

Bossvnr, L’Apocalypse, avec une Explication. (Euvres, ed. Versailles 
1815, tom. 3. 

Buirex, Der Brief an die Hebrier erlautert u. s. w., 3 vols., Berlin 
1828—1840. 


4 mss? appended to the name of a Father means that the reading cited is contained 
in two mss. of that Father. 
Chr,-mss* means that in 5 mss. of Chrysostom the reading cited occurs 3 times. 
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CaTENA in Epistolas Catholicas. Accesserunt Oecumenii et Arethae 
Commentarii in Apocalypsin ad fidem Codd. MSS. Edidit J. A. 
Cramer, 8. T. P., Aulae Novi Hospitii Principalis, Oxon. 1840. 

Davsvz, Perpetual Commentary on the Apocalypse, fol. Lond. 1720. 

Detrrzsou, Prof. F., Commentar zum Briefe an die Hebrier, Leipzig 
1857. 

Idem, Handschriftliche Funde, erstes Heft: die erasmischen Entstel- 
lungen des Textes der Apokalypse, nachgewiesen aus dem verloren 
geglaubten Codex Reuchlins, Leipzig 1861. 

Dz Wert, Exegetisches Handbuch u. s. w. (see previous volumes.) 

Disttety, Der zweite brief Petri u. s. w. 

Disrerpizck, Dr. Friedr., Die drei johanneischen Briefe: mit einem 
vollstaéndigen theologischen Commentare, 2 voll., Gdéttingen 
1852—1854. 

Idem, Kritisch-exegetische Handbuch iiber die Offenbarung Johannis 
(being the sixteenth portion of Meyer’s Commentary on the New 
Test.), Gottingen 1859. 

Exsrarp, Dr. J. H. A., Der Brief an die Hebrier (being the second 
part of the fifth vol. of Olshausen’s Biblischer Commentar), 
Konigsberg 1850. 

Idem, Die Briefe Johannis (being the fourth part of the sixth vol. of 
the same), Konigsberg 1859. 

Idem, Die Offenbarung Johannis (bemg the seventh vol. of the same), 
Konigsberg 1853. 

Etutorr, Rev. E. B., Hore Apocalyptice, 4 voll. Fourth edit. Lond. 
1851. 

Idem, The Destinies and Perils of the Church as predicted in Scripture, 
being the Warburtonian Lectures from 1849 to 1853. One of 
the Appendices is on the present state of the controversy on 
apocalyptic interpretation. London 1859. 

Erpmann, Prime Joannis Epistole argumentum, nexus et consilium, 
Berolini 1855. 

Esrivs, Guil., Annotationes in precipua ac difficiliora 8.S. loca. fol., 
Paris 1683. 

Evancenium (Das) pus Rricus (anonymous), Leipzig 1859. 

Ewatp, Commentarius in Apocalypsin Johannis exegeticus et criticus, 
Lipsiz 1828. 

Farrparrn, Pat., D.D., Prophecy viewed in respect to its distinctive 
nature, its special function, and proper interpretation, Edinburgh 
1856. 

Forp, Henry, Appendix ad Editionem N. T, Greci e Cod. MS. Alex- 
andrino descripti, a C. G. Woide, folio, Oxford 1799. 

Griper, Herm. Joh., Versuch einer historischen Erklirung der Offen- 
barung des Johannes, mit besonderer Beriicksichtigung der 
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Anslegungen von Bengel, Hengstenberg u. Ebrard, Heidelberg 
1857. 

Guossa oRDINARIA (i. e. Walafrid Strabo, in 850), from the Biblia 
Maxima (Canterbury Cathedral Library). 

Grorius (cited from the Critici Sacri). 

Hammonp (see former voll.). 

HenastenserG, Prof., Die Offenbarung des h. Johannes, u. 8. w., 
2 voll., Berlin 1849—1850. 

Hunrtinerorp, Rev. E., The voice of the last Prophet, a practical in- 
terpretation of the Apocalypse, London 1858. 

Hururr, Kritisch-exegetisches Handbuch iiber die drei Briefe des 
Johannes (being the fourteenth portion of Meyer’s Commentary), 
Gottingen 1855. 

Idem, Krit.-exeget. Handb. tiber den 1 Brief des Petrus, den Brief des 
Judas, u. den 2 Brief des Petrus (being the twelfth portion of the 
same), Gottingen 1852. 

Idem, Krit.-exeget. Handb. iber den Brief des Jakobus (being the 
fifteenth portion of the same), Gottingen 1858. 

Joacuim, Abbas, Expositio magni Prophets Abbatis Joachimi (1186) 
in Apocalypsin, Venet. 1527. 

Kournoet, Commentarius in Epistolam ad Hebreos, Lipsie 1831. 

Licxnr, Dr. Friedr., Versuch einer vollstindigen Hinleitung in die 
Offenbarung Johannis und in die gesammte apokalyptische Lite- 
ratur, Bonn 1832; 2nd edition, 1852. 

Idem, Commentar iiber die Schriften des Evangelist Johannes (vol. iii. 
containing the Epistles), Bonn 1856. 

Linremann, Dr. Gottlieb, Kritisch-exegetisches Handbuch iiber den 
Hebrierbrief (being the thirteenth portion of Meyer’s Com- 
mentary), Gottingen 1855. 

Marrranp, Charles, The Apostles’ School of Prophetic Interpretation ; 
with its History down to the present time, London 1849. 

Marruat, C. F, Apocalypsis Grece et Latine ex codicibus nunquam 
antea examinatis, Rigae 1785. 

Mzpz, Clavis Apocalyptica, and commentary following; in his works, 
Cambridge 1677. 

Micuartis, J. D., Introduction to the New Testament, translated from 
the 4th edn. of the German, and considerably augmented with 
notes explanatory and supplemental by Herbert Marsh, B.D., Fel- 
low of St. John’s Coll. Cambridge, Cambridge 1793. 

pene B. W., Thoughts on the Apocalypse, London and Plymouth 

OosrErzex, Dr. J. J., Christus unter den Leuchtern, u.s. w., Leipzig 1854 

Owen, Dr. John, An Exposition of the Epistle to the Hebrews with 
preliminary Exercitations, 4 voll., London 1840, 
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Ramer, Dr., Der Brief Jude u. s. w., historisch, kritisch, exegetisch be- 
trachtet (Roman Catholic), Sulzbach 1854. 

Reicuz, J. G., Codicum MSS. N. T. Grecorum aliquot insigniorum in 
Bibl. Regia Parisiensi asservatorum Nova Descriptio et cum 
textu vulgo recepto Collatio, premissis quibusdam de neglecti 
one MSS. N. T. studii causis observationibus, Gottingen 
1847. 

Revexarion (the) of Jesus Christ, explained agreeably to the analogy 
of Holy Scripture: and the interpretation of its symbols. By a 
Clergyman, London 1850. 

Riu, Der Lehrbegriff des Hebrierbriefes, Ludwigsburg 1858. 

SanpER, Commentar zu den Briefen Johannis, Elberfeld 1851. 

Scott, W. H., The Interpretation of the Apocalypse and the chief 
prophetical Scriptures connected with it, London 1853. 

Srzterr, W., Der erste Brief Petri mit Beriicksichtigung des ganzen 
biblischen Lehrbegriffs ausgelegt, Berlin 1832. 

Stern, Prof., Commentar tiber die Offenbarung des Apostel Johannes 
(Roman Catholic), Schaffhausen 1854. 

Srrer, Dr. Rudolf, Der Brief an die Hebrier u. s. w., Halle 1842. 

Idem, Der Brief Jakobi u. s. w., Barmen 1845. 

Idem, Der Brief Juda, des Bruders des Herrn, Berlin 1850. 

Idem, Die Reden des Herrn Jesu vom Himmel her (forming a supple- 

; ment to the Reden Jesu), Barmen 1859. 

Idem, Die Reden der Engel in heiliger Schrift, Barmen 1861. 

Sruart, Prof. Moses, A Commentary on the Epistle to the Hebrews. 
Henderson’s Edition, London 1856. 

Idem, A Commentary on the Apocalypse, London 1850. 

THouucK, Dr. A., Kommentar zum Briefe an die Hebrier. 3rd edition, 
Hamburg 1850. 

Topp, Dr. J. H., Six Discourses on the Prophecies relating to Anti- 
christ in the Apocalypse of St. John, preached before the Univer- 
sity of Dublin, at the Donnellan Lecture, Dublin 1846. 

Trrartizs, Dr. S. P., The Book of Revelation in Greek, edited from 
ancient authorities, with a new English version and various readings, 
London 1844. 

Trencu, Dean, Commentary on the Epistles to the Seven Churches in 
Asia, London 1861. 

Viorortnus of Pettau (cir. 800), Comm. in Apocalypsin: in the 
Bibliotheca maxima Patrum, vol. ii. 414 ff. 

Virrinea Campegius, ’Avdxprore Apocalypseos Johannis Apostoli, &., 
Leucopetre 1721. 

Watss, Dr. Bernhard, Der Petrinische Lehrbegriff, Berlin 1855. 

Wuittams, Isaac, The Apocalypse, with notes and reflections, London 
1852. 
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Woopuovsz, Dean, The Apocalypse, or Revelation of Saint John, 
translated, with notes, critical and explanatory, London 1805. 
Worpswortn, Canon, Lectures on the Apocalypse, Critical, Ex-. 
pository, and Practical, delivered before the University of Cam- 
bridge, being the Hulsean Lectures for the year 1848, London 

1849. 

Idem, The New Testament of our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ, in 
the original Greek (the last portion, containing the general Epistles 
and the Book of Revelation), London 1860. [N.B. This volume 
did not appear until by far the greater part of the first edition of 
the present one was printed. This edition being, as regards the 
notes, hardly more than a reprint of that,—when Dr. Wordsworth’s 
views on the Apocalypse are cited, it is always from the last- 
mentioned work, and not from this. ] 


284] 


EPISTLES 


or 


ST. JOHN AND ST. JUDE: AND THE REVELATION. 
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IQANNOY A. 


(oe 0 ae ae ae hore 


aA ’ A act U ce 
John i. 1. 
aexne, O akykKoapEeyv, O ewWOaKamEY TOLC A Fohnit. 


b= 2 Thess. ii. 
18. ch. ii, 18, 14 (iii. 8. John viii. 44). Hab. i. 12- 


TITLE. Steph emoroAyn wavvov caOodikn mowrn: elz wavyvov tov amocrodou 
emtorohn KaSoAukyn mpwrn, with rel: Bopovrne viog wavyne rade yotoTiavowowy f: w. 
Tov amooToNov kat tvayyedtoTov ExtoTOAn a@ N: wavvou emioToAn a’ EvayysdiKN 
Ozoroyta TEOL XU 13: ExvoTOAH KaDodiKH TOU aytov aroorToAoV wwarvov L: warvyov 
Oe A Kjlmo: cad. a’ ex.w.h: ex. w. mp. k: the title has perished in 

Si< a 


Cap. I. 1. Tischendorf edits sopacaper, but, apparently, on insufficient grounds. 
The following is a statement of the evidence. The tense occurs six times in this 
epistle and once in 3 Jn, in all of these B! has eop., in addition to this B! has coo. in 
Jn ix. 37; xx. 25; 1 Cor ix. 1; and Col ii. 18; A has eo. once (or perhaps twice) ; 
C, twice (Lu ix. 36; Col ii. 1); and D, once (Acts vii. 44). On the other hand the 
word occurs in 23 other passages, in all of which B has ew. (so Vercellone, nemine 
contradicente: he seems to have paid especial attention to this point in preparing the 


2nd edition.) 


Cuap. I. 1—4.] InTRODUCTION: THE 
PERSONAL AUTHORITY OF THE WRITER, 
AND OBJECTS OF THE EpistTLE.—This 
Epistle does not begin with an address, pro- 
perly so called. But there is in this sen- 
tence the latent form of an address: the 
bpiv of ver. 4, and the tva 7 xapd.... 
TeTANOwpéevy, answering to the more usua: 
xaioery, seem to shew that what follows 
is an Epistle, not a treatise. The 
construction of these verses is difficult, and 
has been variously given. The simplest 
view, and that generally adopted [Syr., 
Vulg., Gc., Bullinger, Calv., Beza, So- 
cinus, Grot., Calov., Fritzsche, Liicke, De 
Wette, Huther, &c.] is, that in ver. 1 a 
sentence is begun, which is broken off by 
the parenthetical ver. 2 inserted to explain 
ver. 1, and carried on again in ver. 3, some 
words being, for the sake of perspicuity, re- 
cited again from ver.1. This construction 
was doubted by Winer in theearlier editions 
of his Grammar, but has now in the 6th 

Vou. IV. 


(aoe 


edit. been adopted (p. 500, § 63, i. 1, note). 
The smaller clauses, 5 jv, 5 axnkdaper, 
&e., are co-ordinate with each other, not to 
be arranged as subject and predicate, as Ca- 
pellus, “‘ quod erat ab initio, hoc ipsum est, 
quod audivimus, &c.” or, as Paulus, who 
begins his predicatory apodosis at kai ai 
xetpec, “that which, §c., Ke., our hands 
also have handled.” So that there is no 
need to adopt Calvin’s solution of “ ab- 
rupta et confusa oratio:” the sentence 
and construction flow smoothly and regu- 
larly. 

That which was (not ‘took place,’ as 
Crell., Schéttg., al. Hv is not = éyévero, 
as their very marked distinction in John i. 
1 ff. might have shewn. See this idea 
discussed and refuted in a note to the 
dissertation de Epistt. Johannearum locis 
difficilioribus, in the Fritzschiorum Opus- 
cula, p. 284 ff.: and in Diisterdieck’s 
Comm. in loc. Wc. and Thl. say well, 
70 0& Hv TovTO ob at MAaploTHow 
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, a ‘anes Qe? ie \ e = aaa 
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d Phil. ii. 16 only. see Acts v.20. John vi. 68. 


brapéw, GN tvyToorarov modyparog 
ovoiayv) from the beginning (dm dpyjjs 
is not synonymous with éy doyy, though 
in the depth of its meaning it ‘is virtually 
the same. It sets before us the terminus 
a quo, but without meaning strictly to de- 
fine it as such exclusively. So péypt, ax, 
and words of this kind are not unfrequently 
used: see Fritzsche on Matt. p. 53 f.: 
and cf. Acts xx. 6, Rom. viii. 2, 2 Cor. 
iii. 14.—The interpretation, “ Since the 
beginning of the Gospel,” is connected 
with the misunderstanding of the whole 
passage by the Socinian interpreters, and 
cannot stand for a moment when we con- 
sider the context with ver. 2, and the use 
of an’ adpxie by St. John when applied to 
Christ or to supernatural beings : see reff. 
Wherever he uses it of the preaching of 
the Gospel, it is definitely marked as bear- 
ing that meaning: cf. ch. ii. 7, 24, ii, 11. 
On the meaning of this clause, see below), 
that which we have heard (the perfect ex- 
tends the reference of the verb from the be- 
ginning, and that which the Apostle might 
have heard concerning Christ, e. g. from 
John the Baptist, down to the time when 
he was writing: regards his hearing as a 
finished and abiding possession. This verb, 
éxykdapey, rules the form of the sentence: 
hence zepi below: see more there), that 
which we have seen with our eyes (the 
same is true again. The seeing as well as 
the hearing is a finished and abiding pos- 
session. The clauses rise in climax: see- 
ing is more than hearing: tots 609. 
pov emphasizes the fact of eye-witness), 
that which we looked upon (now, the tense 
is altered: because the Evangelist comes 
from speaking of the closed testimony 
which abode with him as a whole, to that 
of the senses actually exercised at the time 
when Christ was on earth. Notice the 
climax again: Oedo0at, ‘intueri,’ to look 
upon: dp@v, merely ‘videre,’ to see: so 
Beza here: “quod ego his oculis vidi, 
idque non semel nec obiter, sed quod ego 
vere et penitus sum contemplatus.” See 
more below), and our hands handled 
(“attulerunt viri docti Joh. xx. 20, 27: 
Lue. xxiv. 39. Sed nihil hujusmodi opus 
est. An probandum, Johannem, amatis- 
simum et érsornOov Christi discipulum, 
Dominum suum manibus contrectasse ?” 
Fritzsche, Opuse. p. 295. These words are 
not for a moment to be washed out with a 
‘ veluti’ or ‘ quasi ;’ they are literal matter 
of fact, and form one of the strongest 


e = Johni.4, 


proofs that what is said, is said of no other 
than the personal incarnate Son of God) con- 
cerning the Word of life (the construction 
seems to be this: the zrepi depends strictly 
upon d«nxdaperv, loosely upon the other 
clauses. The exegesis turns wholly upon 
the sense which we assign to the words 
Tov Adyov THs Lwis: and here there has 
been great diversity among Commentators. 
This diversity may be gathered under two 
heads: those who make \éyovu the personal 
hypostatic Logos, who is €w, and those 
. who make it the account, or preaching, or 
doctrine, concerning Zwy. Of this latter 
number, are for the most part, Socimus 
and his school [see an exception below], 
and some few other expositors, e. g., Grotius, 
Semler, Rosenmiiller. Of recent writers, 
the most distinguished is De Wette. 
former, including Gc., Thl., Aug. [“ forte 
de verbo vite sic quisque accipiat quasi 
locutionem quandam de Christo, non ipsum 
corpus Christi quod manibus tractatum 
est. Videre quid sequatur: et ipsa vita 
manifestata est. Christus ergo verbum 
vite.” Tract. I. in Ep. Joh. p. 602 c], 
Bede, Calvin [gives both], Beza, Luther, 
Schlichting [ ‘id est de Jesu quem suo more 
Sermonem appellat”], Episcopius [who 
however strikes a middle course, “utrum- 
que simul intelligi, Evangelium, quatenus 
partim ab ipso Christo revelatumest, partim 
de ipso Chr. J.agit”’], Calov., Bengel, Wolf, 
Liicke, Fritzsche, Baumg.-Crus., Sander, 
Huther, al., have been most worthily 
represented among modern Commentators 
by O. F. Fritzsche, in his Commentatio I. 
de Epistolarum Johannearum locis diffi- 
cilioribus, in the Fritzschiorum Opuscula, 
pp. 276 ff. And with his interpretation, 
in the main, I agree, diverging from him 
in some points of more or less importance. 
And as this wept tod Adyou Tis Cwfjs is 
the keystone of the sentence, it will be 
well to set out the interpretation once for 
all. LIregard then 6 Adyo¢e rie Zwij¢ as 
the designation of our Lord Himself. He 
is the Aéyoc, and is the Aéyoe re Zwhe, 
this gen. being one of apposition, as He 
describes Himself as being the Zwn, John 
xi. 25, xiv. 6,—the dproc rije Zwije, vi. 
35, 48: the ge ric Zwijc, viii. 12: ef. 
also i. 4. This being so, the 6—, 6—, 
6—, 6—, are all matters concerning, be- 
longing to, regarding, Himself, the Lord of 
Life : all zeugmatically predicated of Him 
by the aept, which more properly belongs 
to the one verb denkoapey [notice that in 
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ver. 5, where the nature of the dyyeNia is 
stated, acenxdapev alone, of all these verbs, 
is repeated]. The 6 hy dw dpxijs is His 
eternal pree-existence and inherent Life 
and Glory with the Father : this is what, in 
a sense slightly, though but slightly differ- 
ing from the common one, may be said to 
have been az’ doyne mei Tov Adyou THE 
Zwyc: that which was inherent indeed in 
Him, but by being announced to you, 
takes the form of being zeoi Him; His 
well-known character and attribute. The 
3 dxykdapev, 5 Ewpdkapev Tots dp0adp. 
7peav, hold a middle place between the 
eternal and pre-existent and the cosmical 
and human things epi rov Noyou rH¢ 
Swe: the hearing of the ear embracing 
all the teaching of the Lord respecting 6 
qv an’ apxyc, and the séting of the eye 
taking in both His glory, as on the Mount 
of Transfiguration, and the human Body 
which He assumed, with all its actions 
and sufferings: cf. John xix. 35. Then, 
still lingering on the combined testimony 
to his pree-existent glory and His human 
presence in the flesh, he adds, 6 @cacdpeda, 
which ‘ contemplari,’ as he himself tells us, 
saw through the human into the divine, 
John i. 14 [so Bede: “ perspexerunt, cujus 
divinam quoque virtutem spiritalibus oculis 
cernebant”’], besides its earnest and dili- 
gent observation of His human life [‘ mit 
allem §&leif und genau befdauet und 
betrachtet’ Luther. But when (ec. and 
Thi. say OeGoOar tori 7rd pera Oadparoc 
k. OauBouc dpay, it is more than is in the 
word or in the context]. Finally, he comes 
down to that which though the most 
direct and palpable proof for human testi- 
mony, is yet the lowest, as being only 
material and sensuous, the [6] at xeipes 
Hpav épnrAdpyoay. All this concerning 
Him, who is 6 Adyoe TH¢ Swig, as recapitu- 
lated again in ver. 3 under its two great 
heads, 8 éwpdKkapev K. Gkykoapev, we 
evayyéAAopev kal tpiv. I would refer the 
reader who wishes to see the various other 
interpretations discussed, to the disserta- 
tion of Fritzsche before named: to Hu- 
ther’s Commentary: to Briickner’s ed: of 
De Wette’s Handbuch, where theother view 
from that taken here is ably defended : and 
to the Commentary of Diisterdieck, who 
has gone at great length into the history of 
the exegesis. Liicke, in loc., has very fairly 
stated, and refuted, the Socinian view which 


ft > 0 Ve , \ g A ‘oh 
epavepwln, Kat ewpakauev, Kat © waptupoumev, Kat 
1 es \ ‘ ‘ ar iv > 
ayyéAXonev univ tHv Cwyv THY alwroy, ‘Hic HY * ro0c 


= John i.7,15&passim. Acts xxiii. 11. 1 Tim. vi. 13. 
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makes 6 to be the teaching of Jesus from 
the beginning of His official life onwards, 
and [ef. Socinus in loc.] 6 Adyog THe Zwye, 
as in ch. ii. 7, 6 Adyoe by Heoboare ar’ 
adoyie: rightly stating the fatal and crucial 
obstacle to this view to consist in ai ysipeg 
7uav é’ndadonoar, which none of its ad- 
vocates can in any way get over: from (ic. 
and Thl. who interpret it werd woddiy Wn- 
Adgnoty [rovréore culhryoww, adds Ce. | 
spevvvrec Tae TEL abTod papTupovoac 
yeagac, to Grot., who supplies “panes mul- 
tiplicatos, Lazarum,” &c., and De Wette, 
who explains it to mean “ die Beftatigung 
des Gefehenen gur vollen MRealitat mit 
demjenigen Ginne, welder feine Satkifc= 
ung Zula{ft,” evading the direct application 
of the words to the human Body of Jesus). 
And the life (i. e. the Lord Himself who 
is the Life,—» abrolwh, 7 mnyadZouca rd 
env, as Matthai’s Catena: cf. John i. 4, éy 
atvr@ wn Hv. This verse is parenthetical, 
taking up the last clause, and indeed the 
whole sense, of ver. 1, and shewing how 
the testimony there predicated became 
possible) was manifested (from being in- 
visible, became visible: see reff.), and we 
have seen [it], and bear witness [of it], 
and declare (the verb darayyéAAopev does 
not, either here or below, refer to the de- 
claration in this present Epistle : it is the 
general declaration, in word and writing, 
of which the ypdpouer below, ver. 4, is 
the special portion at present employed) 
to you that life which is eternal (it is 
better thus, with Fritzsche, to supply an 
object for éwpdeapev and paprupodvper 
from 17 fw7 above, than, with Liicke, to 
carry on the sense from them to rijy 
Zwi)yv r. atwrviov below: for if this latter 
be done, 1) the sentence drags, by the 
verbal portion of its last clause being 
overdone ; 2) the middle term between the 
manifestation and the announcement, viz. 
the sight and testimony of the announcer, 
would be wanting: 3) it is not the Cw 
aiwrioc, but the Zw in Christ, which the 
Evangelist saw and of which he witnessed, 
and the predicative epithet 1 atwru0¢ first 
comes in with the verb admayyé\Aoper), 
the which (frus identifies not the indi- 
vidual only, but the species also: and thus 
gives a sort of causal force, quippe quae.’ 
The force of this here, as Diisterdieck 
remarks, is to refer the jv mpdc roy 
marépa back to the d Hv an’ apxae: q. d. 
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“that very before-mentioned life, which 
was with the Father”) was with the 
Father (see on Johni. 1. The prep. implies 
not juxtaposition only, but relation: hardly 
however, as some here, dove: at the same 
time it sets forth plainly the distinction of 
Persons: as Basil: tva 16 idwdZov ric 
jroordsEewe mapacTHoy... iva pn) mod- 
gpaow Of Ty svyxtou Ti¢ Uroordoewe), 
and was manifested to us (here the paren- 
thesis ends, and the construction of ver. 1 is 
resumed. But on account of the distance 
at which that verse now stands, the leading 
particulars of its sense are recapitulated. 
Huther objects to the parenthetical view, 
that 6 éwo. «. dene. is not a full resump- 
tion, 6 Hy an’ doxig not appearing in it. 
But it is included in the hearing, as the 
other sensuous clause in the seeing): that 
which we have heard and seen, we 
declare to you also (the Kal of the old 
MSS. here seems to give to the Epistle the 
character of being addressed to some special 
circle of Christian readers, beyond those 
addressed at the conclusion of the Gospel, 
ch. xx. 31, or we may, with Socinus [in 
Huther |, take the cai as indicating “vos, 
qui nimirum non audistis, nee vidistis, nec 
manibus vestris contrectastis verbum vite.” 
But the other is more likely : a supposition 
which is confirmed when we look further 
into it: see the Prolegomena. It is quite 
beyond all probability that the «ai should 
have been inserted to suit cat dete which 
follows, as De Wette imagines: far more 
probable that the very occurrence of those 
words so near made it seem superfluous, or 
even that it was erased to give the Epistle 
a more general character, as éy ’Edéaw, év 
‘Pwpy, at the opening of those Epistles), 
in order that ye also (see above) may have 
communion with us (not,—as Socinus 
[non nos solum, sed vos etiam nobiseum 
eam communionem cum patre et filio ha- 
beatis” ], Episcopius [76 nobéiseum nihil 
aliud sibi vult, quam ‘sicut nos habe- 
mus’”], Bengel [“‘eandem, quam nos, qui 
vidimus”’|,—the same communion which 
we have, viz. that presently mentioned : 
but in the sense of cow. pera immediately 
following, and in vy. 6, 7, communion 


with us, the Apostles and eye-witnesses [for 
thus I would take the »petc throughout, 
and not, as Fritzsche, al., of the Evangelist 
himself only : “nobiscum, i. e. mecum” | : 
To yevéoOat nuoy Korvwvoi, as Schol. in 


.Cramer’s Catena; being bound in faith 


and love to them, as they were to Christ. 
éxew must not be taken, with Corn.-a-lap., 
for “pergere et in ea proficere et con- 
JSirmari,” nor with Fritzsche, for “to ob- 
tain,” “assequi,” but in its simple mean- 
ing, to have, to possess. It may be very 
true, as Fr. insists, that here the Evangelist 
is speaking of his general work in theworld, 
and below, ver. 4, the special object of writ- 
ing this Epistle comes in: but even thus, 
the end proposed is simply that they might 
kouvwviay éxey in the ordinary sense, of 
course by acquiring it; but this is not of 
necessity in the word éyew): and indeed 
(see reff. for kal Sé. Here its use is to 
bring up something connected with what 
went before by cai, but contrasted with it 
by the dé: the contrast here lying in the 
immeasurably more solemn and glorious 
character of the second cotywrvia, as com- 
pared with the first, which is the inlet to 
it: q. d. “and this cowwrvia ped” yudy 
will not stop here: for we are but your 
admitters into &e.” See this same cowpled 
contrast in reff.) our communion is (“ pes- 
sime vulg. Grot., al. sit.’ Fritz. Even 
Augustine, Bede, Erasm. [paraphr. not in 
notes], Luth., Calv., take this: against 
which the 8€ is decisive) with the Father 
and with (observe the repeated peta, dis- 
tinguishing the Personality, while the very 
fact of the cotywvia with Both unites the 
Two in the Godhead. Itis not, communion 
with God and us, but with us, whose com- 
munion is with God, the Father and the 
Son) His Son Jesus Christ (the personal 
and the Messianic Names are united, as in 
John i. where He is first mentioned, as 
here. The question has been sometimes 
asked, why we have not here cai werd rod 
mvevpatoc Tov ayiov? The answer to 
which is not, as in Liicke, because the 
divine Personality of the Holy Ghost was 
not found in the apostolic mode of thought 
[“fdeint miv nicht in dev apoftolifden 
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Denkweife zu liegen’’], but because, the 
blessed Spirit being God dwelling in man, 
though we may be said to have rijy Kor- 
vwviay Tod ayiov mvevparor, 2 Cor. xiii. 
13,—we would hardly be said to have kou- 
vwviay peta TOU ay. TvEvpaToc).—And 
these things (i.e. this whole Epistle : not, 
as Sander, the foregoing, nor as De Wette 
[altern.], and Diist., the immediately fol- 
lowing) we write (the reading jpets finds 
no favour with most of the modern critical 
editors, as neither does 76r below. It is 
objected to the former, that thus an irrele- 
vant emphasis will be introduced into the 
clause. But it has not been observed, that 
it is in St. John’s manner thus to use 
jpsic with a verb, without any especial 
emphasis being conveyed: e. g., John viii. 
48, ob KadGc éyopev rpetc..., where 
as here the pron. follows the verb: ib. vi. 
42, ix. 24, 29, 1 John iii. 14, al. Besides 
which, the netic is by no means otiose 
here, whether we read due or poy be- 
low. If the former, the contrast would 
be plain: if the latter, we must take this 
ypeic to be the apostolic first person—“ I, 
as one of the eye and ear witnesses :” and 
the pov following in a wider sense, “ our 
joy ”’—“the joy of us and you:”—or, it 
may be, our joy in accomplishing the end 
and bringing you into communion with us 
and through us with the Father and the 
Son: so Thl.: jywy yap bpty kowwwvovr- 
Twy mrELoTOY EXOpEY THY XaoaY npOY, 
fv rotg Oepioraic 6 xaipwy aropeds tv TY 
Tod pucOod avTirHPe SoaBedoer yatpov- 
Twy Kai TOUTWY OTL TWY TOVWY abruoV 
amoXavovo. Similarly Gc. : Schol. in ca- 
tena, érewWay 08 Tadrny ExNTE Kolywriay, 
xapaicg toducOa psorol, dre TH Hep exod~ 
AnOnwev: Bede, “gaudium Doctorum sit 
plenum, cum multos preedicando ad sanctze 
Keclesiz societatem, atque ad ejus per quem 
Ecclesia roboratur et crescit, Dei Patris et 
Filii ejus Jesu Christi, societatem perdu- 
cunt :” referring to Phil. ii. 2, rAnowoaré 
pov thy xaody, «.r.d. As regards possi- 
bility of change of reading, it is far more 
probable that the not very obvious rpet¢ 
and #pov should have been altered to the 
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very obvious dpiy and ipoy, so exactly 
correspondent to John xv. 11, xvi. 24), 
that our (see above) joy may be full (this 
rendering better represents the perfect than. 
“may be filled wp,” which would indicate 
the process rather than the completion. 
The joy spoken of is the whole complex of 
the Christian life here and hereafter : its 
whole sum is, Joy. As Diisterdieck beau- 
tifully says, “The peace of reconciliation, 
the blessed consciousness of sonship, the 
happy growth in holiness, the bright pros- 
pect of future completion and glory,—all 
these are but simple details of that which 
in all its length and breadth is embraced 
by one word, Eternal Life, the real posses- 
sion of which is the immediate source of 
our joy. We have joy, Christ’s joy, be- 
cause we are blessed, because we have Life 
itself in Christ.” He quotes Augustine, 
Confess. x. 22: “Est enim gaudium quod 
non datur impiis, sed eis tantum qui te 
gratis colunt, quorum gaudium tu ipse es. 
Et ipsa est beata vita gaudere ad te, de 
te, propter te, ipsa est et non altera.”— 
It has been noticed before, sub initio, 
that this verse fills the place of the yai- 
péty so common in the opening of Epis- 
tles, and gives an epistolary character to 
what follows). 

5—II. 28.] First Part or tue Epis- 
TLE: the message, that, if we would have 
communion with Him who is Light, we 
must walk in light, keeping His command- 
ments. See the discussion on the division 
of the Epistle, in the Prolegomena. 

5.| In each of these divisions, the first 
verse contains the ground-tone of the whole. 
And so here—Gop 1s LtigHT.—And (kat is 
not a sequence on what goes before [2gitur, 
Beza | any further than it refers back by the 
words ayyeAXla, iy aknedaper to acnKd- 
apev amayyédoper above. It serves to 
introduce the new subject) the message 
(De Wette supposes ayyedta to be a cor- 
rection from the more difficult érayyeXia. 
But as Diisterdieck has well argued, the 
great manuscript authority for ayy., com- 
bined with the fact that in ch. iii. 11 érayy. 
is also read, and with this also, that érayy. 
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heard from Him (viz. from Christ), and 
announce to you (“ quod filius annunciavit 
a patre, hoc apostolus acceptum a filio re- 
nunciat nobis.” Erasm. Diisterd. remarks 
that St. John seems every where to observe 
the distinction between av- and am-ayyéa- 
Xewy, to announce and to declare. And to 
this distinction ayyedia here exactly cor- 
responds [as Bengel, “que in ore Christi 
fuit ayyedia, eam Apostoli avayyéAXovet: 
nam ayyediav ab ipso acceptam reddunt et 
propagant” |]; whereas ézayyedia, which 
means in the N. T. nothing but “promise” 
[neither in 2 Tim. i. 1, nor in Acts xxiii. 
21 has it any other sense ; see note on the 
latter place |, seems to carry no meaning 
here, and has, as above, evidently crept in 
from ch. ii. 25), is this (atry predicate, as 
always in such sentences): that God is 
light (not, as Luther, “a light :” ds is 
purely predicative, indicating the essence 
of God: just as when it is said in ch. iv. 
8, 6 Osd¢ ayarn éoriv. There it is true 
the predicative is purely ethical, and thus 
literal, when used of God who is a Spirit, 
whereas here, d@¢ being a material, not an 
ethical object, some amount of figurative 
meaning must be conceded. But of all 
material objects, light is that which most 
easily passes into an ethical predicative 
. without even the process, in our thought, 
of interpretation. It unites in itself pu- 
rity and clearness and beauty and glory, 
as no other material object does: it is the 
condition of all material life and growth 
and joy. And the application to God of 
such a predicative requires no transference. 
He is Light, und the Fountain of light 
material and light ethical. In the one 
world, darkness is the absence of light: in 
the other, darkness, untruthfulness, deceit, 
falsehood, is the absence of God. They 
who are in communion with God, and walk 


the ethical darkness here denied, the Schol. 
says, oUre yao dyvota, obre mhavn, obre 
Guaoria, obre Odvaroc. The ovdepta 
strengthens the negative—“no, not even 
one speck.”—The Greek expositors ask the 
question respecting this message, kai ov 
TovTO #kKovoe ;—and answer it, am’ avrov 
TOU XpLOTOU, yw eur TO HWE TOU KdopoU 
éyovroc. Their reply is right, but their 
reference to those words of our Lord is 
wrong. It was am’ avdro¥ rod yerorov: 
viz. from the whole revelation, in doings 
and sufferings and sayings, of Him who 
was the azatyacpa rig OdEng of the 
Father. With that revelation those His 
words admirably and exactly coincided : 
but they were not the source of the mes- 
sage, referring as they did specially to 
Himself, and not directly to the Father. 
In His whole life on earth, and in the tes- 
timony of His Spirit, éxetvoc &Enynoaro 
avrov. So that this message is the re- 
sult of the whole complex of ver. 1). 

6.] None can have communion with Him 
who walk in darkness. Tf we say (the 
hypothesis is not assumed,—“If we say, 
as we do:”—but is purely hypothetical, 
“say who will and when he will.” This 
édv with the subj. is repeated in every 
verse as far as ch. ii. 1. The Ist pers. 
plur. gives to the sayings a more general 
form, precluding any from escaping from 
the inference: at the same time that by 
including himself in the hypothesis, the 
Apostle descends to the level of his readers, 
thus giving to his exhortations the “come,” 
and not “go,” which ever wins men’s 
hearts the most) that we have communion 
with Him (see on ver. 3. “ Communion 
with God is the very innermost essence of 
all true Christian life.” Huther), and walk 
in the darkness (weptmatGpev, as so often 
in N. T., of the whole being and moving 
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and turning in the world: as Bengel, 
“actione interna et externa, quoquo nos 
vertimus :” see reff. TQ oxdrer, TO gwri, 
mark off the two more distinctly than 
could be done without the art., as two ex- 
isting separate ethical regions, the God 
and no-God regions of spiritual being), we 
lie (fevddpea is used with reference to 
éizwpev : our assertion is a false one), and 
do not the truth (this clause is not a mere 
repetition, in a negative form, of the pre- 
ceding Wevddpueba, ase. g. Episcopius, “ hoc 
dicentes non facimus quod rectum est :” 
but is an independent proposition, answer- 
ing to éy ry oxdre mepimaT@pev, and as- 
serting that all such walking in darkness 
isanot-doing of thetruth. Christ is “ the 
Truth :” and all doing the Truth is of 
Him, and of those who are in union with 
Him. So that 7 a\7@e.a is objective, not 
as ad\nera alone might be, subjective, and 
imports “God’s truth,” raQwe éoriy ady- 
Osta év rp Inood, Eph. iv. 21. We may 
observe how closely the teaching here as to 
g@¢ and ad7Pea resembles that in Eph. 
iv. v. See also John iii. 21) 7.) (is 
not merely the contrasted hypothesis to 
yer. 6, but together with that contains a 
further unfolding of the subject): but if 
(see on édy with the subj. above) we walk 
in the light (this walking in the light is 
explained by what follows, w¢ abrég tory 
év rw pwri, and by the apodosis, which 
gives the result of so walking,—viz. com- 
munion, &c. See Eph. v. 8 ff. for the 
ethical details), as He (God) is in the light 
(because the Christian is made Q¢ia¢g kow- 
puvog pucewc, 2 Pet.i. 4. otw év TE 
dwt is parallel with pc éoriv above, ver. 
5. ot, as of Him who is eternal and 
fixed ; wepuratGpev, as of us who are of 
time, moving onward: so Bede, “notanda 
distinctio verborum, quia Deum esse in 
luce dicit, nos autem in luce ambulare 
debere. Ambulant enim justiin luce, cum 
virtutum operibus servientes ad meliora 
proficiunt :” see note on ch. ii. 6: 7d pH¢ 
is the element in which God dwelleth: cf. 
1 Tim. vi. 16. Notice that this walking 
in the light, as He is in the light, is no 
mere imitation of God, as Episcopius, al., 
| but is an identity in the essential element 
' of our daily walk with the essential element 


of God’s eternal being : not imitation, but 
coincidence and identity of the very atmos- 
phere of life), we have communion with 
one another (these words, kowwviay ¢xo- 
pev per dddAyAwv, are to be taken in their 
plain literal sense, and refer, not to our 
communion with God, which is assumed in - 
our walking in the light as He is in the 
light, but to our mutual communion with 
one another by all having the same ground- 
element of life, viz. the light of the Lord, 
Isa. ii. 5. This has been very commonly 
misunderstood: e.g. by Cc. [Were Tic 
kowwwviag éxdpevoe THE GAnAWY, ONrov 
6é Ort Tig HuwY TE Kai TOU gwrdc, so Thl. 
also], Schol. in Oxf. Cat., Aug. [“ut pos- 
simus societatem habere cum illo” ], Beza 
[“imterpretor cum illo mutuam: agitur 
enim nunc de communione non sanctorum 
inter se, sed Dei et sanctorum”], Calv., 
Socinus, al.: even De Wette interprets 
“ Gemeinfcaft unter einander, namlich 
mit G@ott:” and Bengel wavers between 
the two. The words are taken rightly by 
Bede [who however regards them as put- 
ting forward mutual love as the necessary 
result of walking in the light |, Erasmus, 
Lyra, Luther, Grot., Estius, [Bengel, ] 
Liicke, Baumg.-Crus., Neander, Sander, 
Diisterd., al. The words are evidently an 
allusion to ver. 8, and as there communion 
with God the Father and His Son Jesus 
Christ is expressed, so here it lies in the 
background, but need not be supplied. 
De Wette’s remark is most true ; Christian 
communion is then only real, when it is 
communion with God), and the blood of 
Jesus His Son cleanseth us from all sin 
(in order to understand rightly this im- 
portant sentence, we must fix definitely 
two or three points regarding its connexion 
and construction. First then, cat connects 
it, as an additional result of our walking 
in the light, as He is in the light, with 
kotywriay éxyopev per adANAwY : just as in 
ch. iii. 10, end, kal 6 pr) dyamwy roy 
adehooy adbrov. Consequently, the propo- 
sition contained in it cannot be as Mic., 
Thl., Beza, Wolf, Sander, al., imagine, the 
ground [kai ydp| of the former one, that 
“if we walk, &c., we have communion, 
&e.,” but follows as a co-ordinate result 
with cow. éy. «.7-A. Secondly, kaGaptler 
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is the present tense, and must be kept to 
its present meaning. This consideration 
precludes all such meanings as the former 
of the two given by Jerome [“ quod scrip- 
tum est ‘et sanguis Jesu filii ejus mundat 
nos ab omni peccato’ tam in confessione 
baptismatis, quam in clementia pcenitudinis 
accipiendum est,” ady. Pelag. ii. vol. it. 
p. 191], and Bede [“sacramentum namque 
(kat) dominic passionis et preeterita 
nobis omnia in baptismo pariter peccata 
laxavit (notice the past tense), et quidquid 
quotidiana fragilitate post baptisma com- 
misimus ejusdem Redemtoris nostri gra- 
tia dimittit”]: and as that of Calvin 
[hee igitur summa est, ut certo statuant 
fideles se acceptos esse Deo, quia sacrificio 
mortis Christi illis placatus est” ], Calo- 
vius, Episcopius, al. Thirdly, the sense 
of «aSaptfer must be accurately ascer- 
tained, and strictly kept to. In ver. 9, 
iva xabapion ipac ard maong adtciag is 
plainly distinguished from iva doy iptv 
Tac apapriac: distinguished, as a further 
process ; as, in a word, sanctification, dis- 
tinct from justification. This meaning 
then, however much it may be supposed 
that justification is implied or presup- 
posed, must be held fast here. Fourthly, 
the sense of 76 alpa “Inood must be aiso 
clearly defined. The expression is an 
objective one, not a subjective: is spoken 
of that which is the objective cause ab 
extra, of our being cleansed from all sin. 
And this is the material Blood of Jesus 
the personal Redeemer, shed on the cross 
as a propitiatory sacrifice for the sin of the 
world. So we have the same Blood said 
in Col. i. 20 to be the great medium of 
pacification between God and the world: 
so in Eph. i. 7, to be the means of our 
amodtrpworcg: so in Heb. ix. 14, which 
approaches very nearly to our passage, to 
cleanse [«aQapiZevy as here | our conscience 
from dead works to serve the living God. 
In all these places, and similar ones, what- 
ever application to ourselves by faith or 
otherwise may lie in the background, it is 
not that which is spoken of, but the Blood 
of Christ itself, as the actual objective 
cause, once for all, of our reconciliation 
and sanctification. These considerations 
remove much of the difficulty and possible 
misunderstanding of the sentence. Thus 
understood, it will mean, much as in the 
second clause of Bede’s interpretation, that 
this our walking in light, itself necessarily 
grounded in communion with the Father 
and the Son, will bring about, that what- 


ever sins we may still be betrayed into by 
the infirmity of our nature and the malice 
of the devil, from them the Blood of Jesus 
purifies us day by day. Observe, not, the 
application of that Blood: for we are 
speaking of a state of faith and holiness, in 
which that blood is continually applied : 
the wepinareiv ty TH gwri is, in fact, the 
application : is that, which, as a subjective 
conditional element, makes that Blood of ' 
Christ’s cross to be to us a means of puri- 
fying from all sin.—The whole doctrine of 
this verse is fully and admirably set forth 


‘in Diisterdieck. . The sum of what he says 


may be thus stated. St. John, in accord 
with the other Apostles, sets forth the 
Death and Blood of Christ in two different 
aspects: 1) as the one sin-offering for the 
world, in which sense we are justified by 
the application of the Blood of Christ by 
faith, His satisfaction being imputed to us. 
2) as a victory over Sin itself, His blood 
being the purifying medium, whereby we 
gradually, being already justified, become 
pure and clean from all sm. And this ap- 
plication of Christ’s blood is made by the 
Spirit which dwelleth in us. The former 
of these asserts the imputed righteousness 
of Christ put on us in justification : the 
latter, the inherent righteousness of Christ, 
wrought in us gradually in sanctification. 
And it is of this latter that he here is 
treating. Cf. next verse). 8—II. 2.] 
Unfolding of the idea of purification from 
sin by the blood of Christ, in connexion 
with our walking in light. This last is 
adduced in one of its plainest and simplest 
consequences, viz. the recognition of all 
that is yet darkness in us, in the confession 
of our sins. “Si te confessus fueris pecca- 
torem, est in te veritas: nam ipsa veritas 
lux est. Nondum perfecte splenduit vita 
tua, quia insunt peccata: sed tamen jam 
illuminari coepisti, quia inest confessio pec- 
catorum.” Aug. The light that is in us 
convicts the darkness, and we, no longer 
loving nor desiring to sin, have, by means 
of the propitiatory and sanctifying blood 
of Christ, both full forgiveness of and sure 
purification from all our sins. But the 
true test of this state of communion with 
and knowledge of God is, the keeping of 
His commandments [ii. 3—6], the walking 
as Christ walked: and this test is concen- 
trated and summed up in its one crucial 
application, viz. to the law of love [ii. 
7—11}. 8.] If we say (see on édv 
with subj. above, ver. 6) that we have not 
sin (i. e. in the course and abiding of our 
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walking in light: if we maintain that we 
are pure and free from all stain of sin. St. 
John is writing to persons whose sins have 
been forgiventhem| ch.ii.12], and therefore 
‘necessarily the present tense Zyopev refers 
not to any previous state of sinful life be- 
fore conversion, but to their now existing 
state and the sins to which they are liable 
in that state. And in thus referring, it 
takes up the conclusion of the last verse, in 
which the onward cleansing power of the 
sanctifying blood of Christ was asserted : 
q. d. this state of needing cleansing from 
all present sin is veritably that of all of 
us: and our recognition and confession of 
it is the very first essential of walking in 
light. The Socinian interpreters, Socinus, 
Schlichting, and following them Grotius, 
go in omnia alia, and understand the 
passage of sins before conversion, or of 
the general imputation of sin. And our 
own Hammond has been entirely led away 
from the sense of the passage by the un- 
fortunate notion of Gnostics being every 
where aimed at in this Epistle : imagining 
that their profession of perfection while 
living impure lives was here intended. 
See these erroneous interpretations refuted 
at length in Liicke and Diisterdieck), we 
are deceiving ourselves (causing ourselves 
to err from the straight and true way), 
and the truth (God’s truth, objective) 1s 
not in us (has no subjective place in us. 
That truth respecting God’s holiness and 
our own sinfulness, which is the very first 
spark of light within, has no place in us 
at all.—It would be mere wasting of room 
and of patience, at every turn to be stating 
and impugning the inadequate interpreta- 
tions of the Socinian Commentators and of 
their followers, Grotius, Semler, &c. It 
may be sufficient here just to notice Gro- 
tius’s “non est in nobis studium veri,” and 
Semler’s “castior cognitio.” Even Liicke 
has gone wrong here ; “die Gelbfttaufdhung 
veriibet auf Mangel an innerem Wabhr=z 
heitsfinn und ift diefer Mangel felbft.” 
éavTovs— rude abrovc, see Winer) : if we 
confess our sins (it is evident, from the 
whole sense of the passage, which has re- 
gard to our walking in light and in the 
truth, that no mere outward lip-confession 
is here meant, nor on the other hand any 


mere being aware within ourselves of sin 
[as Socinus: “confiteri significat inte- 
riorem ac profundam suorum peccatorum 
cognitionem” |], but the union of the two, 
an external spoken confession springing 
from genuine inward contrition. As evi- 
dent is it, that the confession here spoken 
of is not confined to confession to God, 
but embraces all our utterances on the 
subject, to one another as well as to Him ; 
cf. James vy. 16: and see more below), 
He (God, the Father ; not, Christ, though 
this may at first sight seem probable from 
ver. 7 and ch. ii. 1; nor, the Father and 
Christ combined, as Lange and Sander 
hold. God is the chief subject through 
the whole passage: cf. 6 Oedc, ver.5: per’ 
avrov, ver. 6: adroc, and rov viod adrod, 
in ver. 7. It is ever God’s truth [1 Cor. 
i. 9,10, 13; 2 Cor. i. 18; 1 Thess. v. 24) 
and righteousness [John xvii. 25; Rom. 
iii. 25; Rev. xvi. 5| that are concerned in, 
and vindicated by, our redemption) is 
faithful and just (His being faithful and 
just does not depend on our confessing our 
sins: He had both these attributes before, 
and will ever continue to have them: but 
by confessing our sins, we cast ourselves 
on, we approach and put to the proof for 
ourselves, and shall find operative in our 
case, in the agy and calapioy, &c., those 
His attributes of faithfulness and justice. 
On the former of these adjectives, wuords, 
almost all Commentators agree. It is, faith- 
ful to His plighted word and promise : see 
reff. and citations above. (ic.and Thl.alone 
have given a singular and not very clear 
interpretation: muordy O& roy Osdy avri 
rot adnOy sionke. meordc yao ov pdovov 
ivi rov memtorevpévov, d\Ad Kal éit Tov 
TLOTWTLKOD ELONT aL, OC AT TOU EaUTOU ahn- 
Oove roedrov éyet Kai TO ToIG GAXoIG TOU- 
Tov peradwovat.—tThe latter, Sikavos, has 
not been so unanimously interpreted. The 
idea of God’s justice seeming strange here, 
where the remission of and purification 
from sin is in question, some Commentators 
have endeavoured to give di«atog the sense 
of good, merciful: so Grot., Rosenm. ; or 
just: so Semler, Lange, Carpzoy., Bretschn. 
Lex. But Liicke has shewn, that in 
none of the O. T. passages which are 
cited to substantiate these meanings, have 
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they really place; but in all, righteous- 
ness, justice, is the fundamental idea, and 
the context only makes it mean, justice in 
this or in that direction. See note on 
Matt. i. 19. The meaning then being 
just, we have still to decide between 
several different views as to what particular 
phase of the divine justice is meant. Some, 
as Caloy., Wolf, al., understand that God’s 
justice has been satisfied in Christ, and 
thus the application of that satisfaction to 
us if we confess our sins, is an act of divine 
justice : is due to us in Christ. But this 
is plainly too much to be extracted from 
our verse. In Rom. iii. 26, where this és 
asserted, the reason is given, and all is fully 
explained: whereas here the ellipsis would 
be most harsh and unprecedented, and thus 
to fill it up would amount to an introduc- 
tion into the context of an idea which’ is 
altogether foreign to it. [The notion that 
dikavog = dikawy need only be mentioned 
to refute itself: Rom. iii. 26 is decisive 
against it.] The correct view seems to be, 
that ditavoc as well as ameordé¢e here is an 
attribute strictly to be kept to that which 
is predicated of it under the circumstances, 
without entering upon reasons external to 
the context. God is faithful, to His pro- 
mise: is just, in His dealing: and both 
attributes operate in the forgiveness of sins 
to the penitent, now and hereafter ; and in 
cleansing them from all unrighteousness. 
The laws of His spiritual kingdom require 
this: by those laws He acts im holy and 
infinite justice. His promises announced 
it, and to those promises He is faithful: 
but then those promises were themselves 
made only in accordance with His nature, 
who is holy, just, and true. In the back- 
ground lie all the details of redemption, 
but they are not here in this verse: only 
the simple fact of God’s justice is adduced) 
to forgive us our sins (tva here is not = 
cre: itis not “so as to forgive, &c.,” but 
“that He may forgive, &e.” His doing 
so is in accordance with, and therefore as 
with Him all facts are purposed, is in pur- 
suance of, furthers the object of, His faith- 
fulness and justice. “So that He is faith- 
ful and just, in order that He may, &c.” 
See John iv. 84 note: reff. here: and 
Winer, p. 308. With regard to the par- 
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ticular here mentioned, iva apg ijpiv rac 
apaoriac is the continued remission of the 
guilt of each committed sin, which is the 
special promise and just act of God under 
the Gospel covenant: see Heb. x. 14, 18), 
and cleanse us from all unrighteousness 
(the explanation of the sense, see above. 
Here adixias is used, in reference to dicatog 
above, as corresponding to apapriac in 
ver. 7. The divine dicatootyn is revealed 
in God’s law: every transgression then of 
that law [dpapria, dO Tov auapravev 
Tov oxémov: cf. Theodorus Abukara in 
Suicer, s. v. auapria | is of its nature and 
essence an ddikia, an unrighteousness, as 
contrary to that ducavoctyn. Observe, the 
two verbs are aorists, because the purpose 
of the faithfulness and justice of God is to 
do each as one great complex act—to jus- 
tify and to sanctify wholly and entirely. 

10.] Not a mere repetition, but a 
confirmation and intensification of ver. 8. 
Huther well remarks, that this verse is re- 
lated to ver. 9 as ver. 8 to ver. 7). If we 
say that we have not sinned (if we deny, 
that is, the fact of our commission of sins 
in our Christian state. The perf., so far 
from removing the time to that before con- 
version, brings it down to the present: had 
it been 2uaorijoaper, it might have had 
that signification. tpaptyKapev answers 
in time to dpapriay od Exonev: the one 
representing the state as existing, the other 
the sum of sinful acts which have gone to 
make it up), we make Him (God, see 
above) a liar (this is the climax, gradually 
reached through wWevddue0a ver. 6, and 
éavrode mAav@per ver. 8. And it is jus- 
tified, by the uniform assertion of God 
both in the O. T. and N. T. that all men 
are sinners, which we thus falsify as far as 
in us lies), and His word is not in us 
(cf. John v. 38. 6 Adyos abrod may be 
interpreted generally,—“ that which He 
saith.” “ Deus dixit ‘peccasti :’ idnegare 
nefandum est. Verbum nos vere accusat, 
et contradicendo arcetur a corde.” Bengel. 
ov« éotw év Hiv, as in John 1. c., has no 
abiding place in, within, us: is something 
heard by the ear, and external to us, but 
not finding place among the thoughts and 
maxims of our heart and life. God de- 
clares that to be true which we assume to 
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be untrue. It is evident that with (c., the aor.implying the absence not only of the 


Grot., De Wette, to understand the O. T. 
by 6 Adyoe avrod is to miss the connexion, 
seeing that it is of the sins of Christians 
that St. John is treating, to whom 6 Adyoe 
avrod has become a far higher revelation 
of His will, viz. that given by Christ, and 
brought home to the heart by His indwell- 
ing Spirit. This final revelation of God 
includes the O. and N. T., and all other 
manifestations of His will to us: and it is 
this as a whole, which we reject and thrust 
from us, if we say at any time that we have 
not sinned, for its united testimony pro- 
claims the contrary). Cuap. II.1.] The 
connexion is thus given by Augustine : “ Et 
ne forte impunitatem videretur dedisse pec- 
catis (but see below) quia dixit: fidelis 
est et justus qui mundet nos ab omni ini- 
quitate, et dicerent jam sibi homines: 
peccemus, securi faciamus quod volumus, 
purgat nos Christus :—tollit tibi malam se- 
curitatem et inserit utilem timorem. Male 
vis esse securus, sollicitus esto: fidelis 
enim est et justus ut dimittat nobis de- 
licta nostra, et semper tibi displiceas, et 
muteris donec perficiaris. Ideo quid se- 
quitur ? Filioli, &e. Sed forte surrepit de 
vita humana peccatum. Quid ergo fiet ? 
Jam desperatio erit? Audi. Si quis, in- 
quit, peccaverit, &c.” See more below. So 
also Bede, Calvin, Luther, Calov. But 
there is more in the connexion than this. 
It is not corrective only of a possible mis- 
take, but it is progressive—a further step 
taken in the direction of unfolding the 
great theme of this part of the Epistle, 
enounced in ch. i. 5. The first step for 
those walking in the light of God was, that 
they should confess their sins: the next 
and consequent one, that they should for- 
sake them, and, agreeably to their new 
nature, keep His commandments. This 
verse introduces that further unfolding of 
our subject, which is continued, and espe- 
cially pressed as regards the one great com- 
mandment of love, in our vv. 3—11. 

1.] My little children (sce reff. : the dimi- 
nutive expresses tender affection : perhaps 
also is used in reference to his age and long 
standing as a father in Christ. Compare 
the beautiful legend in Eus. H. E. iii. 23, 
where St. John calls back the young man 
to him with the words ré pe pevyerc, TEx VOY, 
roy cavrov marépa;), these things I 
write unto you, that ye may sin not [at 
all] (this exclusive meaning is given by 


habit, but of any single acts, of sin. tatTa 
yeadw, not as Bengel, that which follows ; 
nor, as Grot., both the preceding and the 
following: but as most Commentators, the 
preceding only, viz. the concluding verses 
8—10 of the former chapter, not in their 
details merely, but as Diisterd., “in feiner 
lebendigen Harmonie.” The object of 
writing that passage was, to bring about 
in them the forsaking of sin. The very 
announcement there made, that if we con- 
fess our sins He in His faithfulness and 
righteousness will cleanse us from all sin, 
sufficiently substantiates what the Apostle 
here says, without, with Aug., al. [see 
above], bringing out too strongly the con- 
templation of a supposed misunderstanding 
on the part of the readers. To do this is 
to miss the deeper connexion in which 
these words stand to the great whole in 
its harmony, and to give instead only an 
apparent and superficial one. The reference 
of this exhortation to the unconverted 
among them, and rendering of tva py 
apaprnre, “ne maneatis in peccato,” main- 
tained by Socinus and his followers, need 
only be mentioned to be refuted. The aor. 
alone, audornre, may serve to shew its 
utter untenableness). And if any man sin 
(aor., commit an act of sin: still speaking 
of those spots of sin which owing to the 
infirmity of the flesh remain even in those 
who are walking in the light. By this 
éay Tic ap., there is not, as Benson objects 
to this interpretation, any doubt expressed 
that all do occasionally sin, but the hypo- 
thesis is made, as ever by this formula, 
purely and generally. The resumption of 
the first person immediately, makes it evi- 
dent that the hypothesis is in fact realized 
in us all), we have an Advocate with (here 
the sense of mpds, as a prep. of reference, 
is more brought out than when it is joined 
with a merely essential verb, as in John 
i. 1, and our ch. i. 2) the Father, Jesus 
Christ (the principal word requiring eluci- 
dation here is mapd«Aytov. There are two 
classes of interpretations of it, which, as 
already remarked [on John xiv. 16], by no 
means exclude one another. Of these, that 
one which may be summed up under the 
meaning “ComForTER,” has already been 
treated, on John, 1. c. With the other 
we have now to deal. ADVOCATE, advo- 
catus, Tapacdnrog, ‘cause patronus,’ is the 
commoner sense of the word, answering 
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as it does more closely to its etymology. 
It is found in Demosth. [p. 343. 10] and 
the orators : and occurs frequently in Philo 
in the same peculiar reference as here: 
e.g. in Flace. p. 967 B ff., where Macro 
is called the wapak\nrog of Caius with 
Tiberius: de Jos. p. 560 D: and most no- 
tably for our present place, de vita Mos. 
p- 673.0, advaykaioy yap ty roy tepopevoy 
Tw TOU KdcLov maTol, WapaKAynT@ XPT- 
oPat TeAeLtoTaTH THY dpeTHV VIG pos TE 
dpvyotiay Gpaptypatev Kai yopnyiay 
agVoverarwy ayadwv. In patristic lite- 
rature, Diisterd. cites the Epistle of the 
Churches of Lyons and Vienne [ Eus. H. E. 
v. 1], where a young Christian, named 
Vettius Epagathus, £iov cai abroc acov- 
oPiva arodoyovpervoc VTrép THY ADEAGOY, 
. 2+. GVEANPON Kai abric sic Tov KAHpoY 
TOV papTvOwY, TapaKANnTos xoLoTLavdy 
Xonparioac, tywy O& Tov mapaKdnroy év 
éaur@: where Ruftinus’s version, “ habens 
in se advocatum pro nobis Jesum,” is cer- 
tainly not right ; roy mapacdnroy meaning 
the Holy Spirit. Cyril Alex. in the Acts of 
the Council of Ephesus, p. 164 [Suicer], 
says, TapdkAntos cai ihuorhouoy 6 vidg 
Ovépacrav’ KaViornor yap Totc tri yij¢ 
ebpevy tov waripa, kai mavrd¢ rpiv 
evploxerae modéevoc ayafov. Augustine 
gives the sense thus, in words following 
those above cited: “Ile est ergo advo- 
catus: da operam tu ne pecces: si de in- 
firmitate vite subrepserit peccatum, con- 
tinuo vide, continuo displiceat, continuo 
damna; et cum damnaveris, securus ad 
judicem venies. Ibi habes advocatum: 
noli timere ne perdas caussam confessionis 
tue. Si enim aliquando in hac vita com- 
mittit se homo disertz linguee et non perit : 
committis te verbo, et periturus es?” 
There is no discrepancy between this pas- 
sage, where the Son is our rapdkAnroe, 
and John xiv. 16, where the Holy Spirit is 
called by the same name: rather is there 
the closest accordance, seeing that there 
our Lord says He will pray the Father 
and He will send us GANov mapd«dnrov : 
Himself, the Son of God, being thus as- 
serted to hold this office in the first place, 
and the Holy Spirit to be His Substitute 
in His absence. See on the definite idea 
of the detail of the advocacy of the Son 
of God, Huther’s important note here) 
[being] righteous (the adj. 8fkavoy, with- 


out the art. carries a ratiocinative force ; 
“in that He is righteous,” as a contrast 
to av tic 4udory. In a strict rendering, 
this force of the anarthrous adj. should be 
kept, and pointed out in exegesis: in an 
English version, it is hardly possible to 
render it otherwise than our translators 
have done, “the righteous,” though it is 
not roy dicaoyv. The definite art. in 


. English calls attention at once to the pre- 


dicate, as does the omission of the definite 
art. in Greek : and thus the purpose of the 
writer is answered. And this is often the 
case: a vernacular version, in order to 
bring out in English the same idea which 
is expressed by the Greek, is constrained 
to adopt a phrase which is not in the 
Greek, and which sometimes looks as if 
the translators had made a blunder in 
grammar. It would be well if this were 
always carefully kept in mind by those who 
would revise our authorized version.—No 
supposed by-sense of Sikatos, bonus, lenis 
[Grot.], or = dueacéy [see Wolf], must 
[see above on ch. i. 9] be for a moment 
thought of. “The righteousness of Christ 
stands on our side: for God’s righteous- 
ness is, in Jesus Christ, ours.”” Luther) :— 
2.] and He (“idemque ille,” as Liicke. 
kal is merely the copula, not = quia, as 
Corn.-a-lap.; nor ydo, as Syr. [not in 
Etheridge], Beza; it serves to bind the 
fundamental general proposition which fol- 
lows, to the resulting particular one which 
has preceded) is a propitiation (“the 
abstract verbal substantive in -yog¢ be- 
tokens the intransitive reference of the 
verb,” see Kithner’s Gr. Gr. vol. i. § 378. 
So that thacpes is not, as Grot., in his 
notes, = itaorne, but is abstract, as 
aytaopéc applied to Christ 1 Cor. i. 30, 
apaoria 2 Cor. v. 21. Diisterdieck here 
has given a long and able exposition of the 
word and idea, in refutation of Socinus, and 
of Grotius’s notes. Grot. himself, being sus- 
pected of Socinianism, wrote his “ Defensio 
fidei catholicee de satisfactione Christi ad- 
versus Faustum Socinum,” in which, ch. 
viii—x., he gives a full and satisfactory 
explanation “de placatione et reconcilia- 
tione, de redemptione, de expiatione nostra 
per Christi mortem facta.” Socinus had 
maintained that iNdoxec@ar does not mean 
“ex irato mitem reddere,” but merely 
“declarare quod pertinet ad ponas pecca- 
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torum, ejus animum cujus est eas sumere 
atque repetere, mitem atque pacatum: de- 
clarare, fore ut peccata meritas poenas non 
luant.” But against this Grot. shews that 
iAdoxecOar, as cionvoToutiy and katadddo- 
csv, imports ‘placare,’ i.e. ‘iram aver- 
tere ; and Christ has, as our iNaopdc or 
iAaoryHouy, i.e. as a sin-offering, recon- 
ciled God and us by nothing else but by 
His voluntary death as a sacrifice: has by 
this averted God’s wrath from us. Ac- 
cording to the constant usage of Scripture, 
God is in so far tAXewe in regard to the 
sins of men, as He suffers His Asoc to 
prevail instead of His épyn. See LXX in 
2 Chron. vi. 25, 27, Jer. xxxviii. [xxxi.] 
34, xliii. [xxxvi. ]3, Num.xiv.18 ff. And the 
Greek usage entirely agrees; see Hom. Il. 
a. 147, 6¢0’ piv Exdepyov tAasoe, and 
Alberti’s note on Hesych. s. v. tAdoneoOau. 
Hesych. gives the sense of thdckecOa, 2&- 
tAeovoPat, and of ihacpoc, ebpéivera, ovy- 
xoponotc, diadrayh, mpadrne) for (arept, as 
so often in similar connexions, cf. Heb. 
x. 6, 8, and reff., concerning, i.e. in behalf 
of; not so strong as vzéo, which fixes the 
latter meaning, excluding the wider one) 
our sins; yet not for ours only, but also 
for the whole world (in the latter clause 
there is an ellipsis very common in ordi- 
nary speech in every language: “for the 
whole world” = “for the sins of the whole 
world.” See besides ref., Rev. xiii. 11, 
2 Pet. i. 1; and Winer, edn. 6, p. 549, 
§ 66.2. “Quam late patet peccatum, tam 
late propitiatio.” Bengel. But this has 
been misunderstood or evaded by many in- 
terpreters. Cyril and Me. [alt.] explain 
fpetépwv to refer to the Jews, oAov Tod 
kogpov to the Gentiles. And many others, 
taking the former in its true sense, yet 
limit the latter, not being able to take in 
the true doctrine of universal redemption. 
So Bede, “non pro illis solum propitiatio 
est Christus quibus tune in carne viventi- 
bus scribebat Joannes, sed etiam pro omni 
Ecclesia que per totam mundi latitudinem 
diffusa est, [a] primo nimirum electo usque 
ad ultimum qui in fine mundi nasciturus est 
porrecta ... Pro totius ergo mundi peccatis 
interpellat Dominus, quia per totum mun- 
dum est Ecclesia, quam suo sanguine com- 
paravit.” [This latter part is an evident 
reference to Augustine ; but it is remark- 
able that on referring to Augustine we 
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find “Ecce habes Ecclesiam per totum 
mundum ;” but he ends, “... sed et totius 
mundi, quem suo sanguine comparavit.’’] 
Similarly Calvin: “neque enim aliud fuit 
consilium Johannis, quam toti Ecclesize 
commune facere hoc bonum. Ergo sub 
ommbus, reprobos non comprehendit : sed 
eos designat qui simul credituri erant, et 
qui per varias mundi plagas dispersi erant.” 
But this unworthy and evasive view is op- 
posed by the whole mass of evangelical 
expositors.—The reason of the insertion of 
the particular here, is well given by Luther: 
“Tt is a patent fact that thou too art a part 
of the whole world: so that thine heart 
cannot deceive itself and think, The Lord 
died for Peter and Paul, but not for me”’). 

38—ll.] This communion with God con- 
sists, secondly, in keeping His command- 
ments, and especially the commandment 
to love one another. No new division of 
the Epistle begins, as in Sander: ver. 3 is 
closely joined to ch. i. 5, 6, which intro- 
duced the first conditional passage, i. 7— 
li. 2, The great test of communion with 
God, walking in the light, first requires 
that we confess our sins: next requires 
that we keep His commandments. So in 
the main He.: eiopnnw¢ dvw rod¢ sie rov 
kUploy memLOTEVKOTAG KoLYWViay éxELY 
Tpo0g avTov, TioTwWTiKa Tig KoLtwwriac 
THC woog avroy mapariferar. And in 
this (év, of the conditional element: in 
this is placed, on this depends, our know- 
ledge. In ch. iii. 24 [see below], the év 
Trovrw is resumed by tk rou wvebparoc 
ob piv édwkev) We know (pres.: from 
time to time, from day to day) that we 
have the knowledge of him (perf.: have 
acquired and retain that knowledge: and 
this éyywkévae is not, as some [ Lange, 
Carpzov., Wahl] make it, the Jove of God, 
as neither of course is it mere theoretical 
knowledge: but is that inner and living 
acquaintance which springs out of unity of 
heart and affection), if (St. John uses the 
formula éy roirw ytrwoxoper first as re- 
ferring the demonstrative pronoun back to 
what has gone before, as e.g. in our ver. 5, 
and in ch. iii. 10. If however the demon- 
strative pronoun in this or a like formula 
looks onward, and the token itself, with 
the circumstance of which it is a token, 
follows, he expresses this token variously 
and significantly, according to the various 
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shades of meaning to be conveyed. Some- 
times the token implied in the demon- 
strative follows in a separate sentence, as 
in ch. iv. 2: sometimes the construction 
is slightly changed, and the sentence begun 
with éy rot7w is not regularly brought to 
a close, but continued in a new and cor- 
relative form: e.g. ch. ili. 24, where éy 
rovrwp yiwwok. is taken up by é« Tov my. 
And this way of expression is closely pa- 
rallel to that where 67: completes the con- 
struction begun with éy rovrw. So ch. iii. 
16, 19, iv. 9, 10,18. In these cases, the 
full objective reality of the token as a fact, 
is set forth. It is an undoubted fact that 
He has given us of His Spirit, that He has 
sent His Son: and from these facts our 
inference is secure to the other facts in 
question, that He abideth in us, &e. But 
in other passages, we find instead of this 
6rt, an tva, as ch. iv. 17 [but see note 
there: the case surely is not quite parallel, 
H.A.], or an édéy, as here, John xiii. 35, or 
bray, ch. v. 2. This éav, drav, mark the 
token implied in éy.rovr@ as one not ac- 
tually existent, an historical or objectively 
certain fact ; but as a possible contingency, 
something hypothetically and conditionally 
assumed: in other words as ideal.” Diis- 
terdieck, pp. 172 f. And so here : the token, 
that we have the knowledge of Him, is 
present, if, posito that) we keep (pres., as 
a habit, from time to time, évroAat being 
necessarily prescriptions regarding cireum- 
stances as they arise) His commandments 
(first as to the expression. St. John never 
uses the word yépo¢ for the rule of Chris- 
tian obedience: this word is reserved for 
the Mosaic law, John i. 17, 46, and in all, 
fifteen times in the Gospel: but almost 
always évroXai,—sometimes Adyog Oeov or 
xotcrov, John viii. 52 f., xiv. 23 f., xvii. 6, 
our ver. 5. And as a verb he always uses 
Tnoety, very seldom zroveiy [only in the 
two controverted places, ch. v. 4, Rev. 
xxii. 14: ch. i. 6, ii. 17 are not cases in 
point]. rnosiv keeps its peculiar meaning 
of watching, guarding as some precious 
thing, “observing to keep.” Next, whose 
commandments ? The older expositors for 
the most part refer avréy, avrot, airy, 


vv. 3—6, to Christ: so Aug., Episcop., 
Grot., Luther, Seb.-Schmidt, Calov., Wolf, 
Lange, Bengel, Sander, Neander. Socinus 
inclines to this view, but doubtfully ; Eras- 
mus understands avrée¢ vv. 3, 4, of God, 


_abréc and éxeivoc vv. 5, 6, of Christ. Most 


modern, Commentators understand avrov, 
abrov, abr throughout of God, and é«et- 
vog of Christ. So Liicke, Baumg.-Crus., 
De Wette, Huther, Briickner, and in old 
times Bede and ic. That this latter is 
the right understanding of the terms, is 
supposed to be shewn by the substitu- 
tion (?) in ver. 5 of rod eov for advrod, 
and its taking up again by éy adr@ in 
ver. 6, followed by cawe éxsivoc repterd- 
tnoev. But of this I am by no means 
thoroughly persuaded : see note, ver. 6). 

4.| Assertion, parallel with ch. i. 8, of the 
Sutility of pretending to the knowledge of 
God where this test is not fulfilled. The 
man saying (6 Aéywev answers to édy 
ei@wpuev, ch. i. 8. Ore recitantis cannot 
be expressed in English), I have the 
knowledge of Him (see above) and not 
keeping His commandments, is a liar 
(answers to éavrote mAavduev ch. i. 8), 
and in this man the truth is not (see 
above on ch. i. 8, where the words are the 
same : 5.] assertion of the other 
alternative, not merely as before, but, as 
usual, carried further and differently ex- 
pressed: “oppositio cum accessione,” as 
Grot.) :—but whosoever keepeth His word 
(synonymous with ra¢g éyrodde adrod, 
considered as a whole: on the mode of ex- 
pression, see above), of a truth in him is 
the love of God perfected (why should 
this transition be made from knowledge to 
love? “Amor praesupponit cognitionem,” 
as Grot.: and is a further step in the same 
kotvwria with God: not indeed that the 
former step is passed through and done 
with, but that true knowledge and love in- 
crease together, and the former is the mea- 
sure of the latter, just as keeping God’s 
commandments is the test and measure of 
true knowledge of Him. And thus in the 
final and perfect ideal, the two are coinci- 
dent : the perfect observation of His com- 
mandments is the perfection of love to Him. 
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It is manifest, from what has been said, 
that Haydn Tod Oeot must be our love 
towards God, not His love towards us: rov 
Ge00 a gen. objective, not subjective. Some 
Commentators have heldthe othermeaning: 
partly because rereAciwrat seemed better 
to be interpreted thus, and partly from doe- 
trinal motives, as in the case of Flacius 
and Calovius, to keep out the Romish folly 
of supererogation. But the explanation, 
though the words themselves admit it [see 
ch. iv. 9], is manifestly alien from the con- 
text. And of any foolish dreams of per- 
fection or super-perfection there is no fear, 
if we understand the passage as intended 
by the Apostle, as setting forth the true 
ideal and perfection of knowledge and love 
to God, as measured by the perfect keeping 
of His word: which though none of us can 
fully reach, every true Christian has before 
him as his aim and final object. So that 
there is no need again to depart from the 
meaning of reredeiwrat, as has been done 
by Beza [“itaque reAetvdv hoc in loco non 
declarat perfecte aliquid preestare, sed men- 
dacio et simulationi, inani denique speciei 
opponitur : ut hoc plane sit quod dicimus in 
vulgato sermone, mettre en exécution”’ }). 
In this (in the fact of our progress towards 
this ideal state of perfection of obedience 
and therefore of love :—thus assured that 
the germ of the state is in us and unfold- 
ing) we know that we are in Him (this 
completes the logical period which began 
in ver. 8, by reasserting that verse, carrying 
however that assertion yet deeper, by sub- 
stituting éy air@ topéy for tyywxapev 
adrév. This “being in Him” is in fact 
the Christian life in its central depth of 
cowwwvia with God and with one another : 
the spiritual truth corresponding to the 
physical one enunciated by St. Paul, Acts 
Xvii. 28, év adr Cdpev kai cvodpeba Kal 
bopév). 6.] The state of being in 
Him is carried forward a step further by 
the expression “abide in Him:” [“Sy- 
nonyma cum gradatione : Lddum'nosse : in 
Tilo esse: in Illo mamere : cognitio : com- 
munio: constantia.” Bengel:] and the 
way is prepared, by what follows, for the 


coming exhortation vv. 7—11, to walk in 
love. The man saying that He abideth 
in Him (God, as above) ought (see reff. 
Huther well remarks, that the obligation 
is grounded on the éyevy, the profession, 
being one of consistency with it ; not on 
the pévery, which would imply that which 
follows, as matter of necessity), even as He 
(Christ : by éketvos [see above] a third 
person is introduced: not necessarily, see 
2 Tim. ii. 26 and note, but apparently by 
the requirements of this passage, avréc 
having come down all the way from ch. i. 
5 as referred to God. I say apparently: 
because I do not regard it as by any means 
a settled matter that this avré¢ does not 
throughout apply to Christ, and then 
this écetvoc, as that in 2 Tim. ii. 26, will 
merely refer to a different phase of pre- 
dication respecting the same person as the 
éy avr@ designates, as in the examples 
there produced) walked (during His life 
upon earth: see below), himself also thus 
to walk (not any one particular of Christ’s 
walk upon earth is here pointed at, but the 
whole of His life of holiness and purity 
and love. This latter, as including all the 
rest, is most in the Apostle’s mind. So in 
Eph. v. 1, 2, where St. Paul exhorts us to 
be followers of God, he adds, cai epr- 
mareire ty ayany Kabwe cal 6 yptoroc 
Hyarnoey npac. Luther simply but ap- 
positely remarks, that it is not Christ’s 
walking on the sea, but His ordinary walk, 
that we are called on here to imitate). 
7—11.] The commandment of Love. 
The context see below. Beloved, I write 
not to you a new commandment, but an 
old commandment, which ye had from 
the beginning: the old commandment is 
the word which ye heard (on the right 
understanding of this verse, very much 
depends. The great question is, To what 
commandment does éyro\y refer? Does 
it point forward to the commandment of 
brotherly love, in ver. 9, or back to that of 
walking as Christ walked, in ver. 6? One 
or other of these views has generally been 
taken decidedly, and exclusively of the 
other. The former view has been upheld 
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by Aug., Bede, @e., Thl., Luther, Calv., 
Grot., Wolf, Bengel, Knapp, Baumg.-Crus., 
De Wette, Neander, Sander, Diisterdieck, 
al.; the latter by Beza, Socinus, Seb.- 
Schmidt, Piscator, Episcopius, Flacius, 
Calov., Liicke, Fritzsche, Jackmann, al. 
Of these, some on both sides may fairly 
be dismissed, as maintaining preposterous 
meanings for some of the terms used. 
Thus Flacius, Seb.-Schmidt, Calov., under- 
stand évyroAn to be, not a commandment, 
which from usage and from ver. 3 and ch. 
iii. 23, v. 3, it must be, but the whole 
“ doctrina de Christo ejusque beneficiis,” 
including the forgiveness of sins, vv. 1, 2, 
12. Then thus taking it, the epithets 
“old” and “new” become the O. T. pro- 
phecies of Christ, and their N. T. fulfil- 
ment. Thus on the other side some, e.g. 
Aug., Bede, Beza, Luther [2], Seb.- 
Schmidt, Wolf, al., understand “ new” and 
“old” not of time, but in a tropical mean- 
ing, with reference to the old Jewish or 
heathen darkness and the new light of 
Christ: a view which cannot possibly be 
maintained in the face of so plain a token 
of time as is furnished by az’ apxij¢ and 
by the aor. eixere and yeovoare. These 
being so far set aside, the above classes of 
interpreters are again divided as to their 
understanding of the epithets “old” and 
“new.” Those who understand the éyroAn 
vv. 7, 8, of the command of love, mostly 
explain the oldness and newness of the 
difference between O. and N. T. revelation 
[so the Greeks, Grot., and Wolf], and 
some go on to understand the am’ aoxijc¢ 
of the original obscure and imperfect com- 
mand to love one another in the O. T. 
which failed in the crowning particular of 
love towards enemies. Of these, the Greeks, 
holding not Jewish Christians alone, but 
Gentile also to be addressed, interpret 
maa an’ apxic and yeovcare of the 
testimony of conscience to the law of love 
among the Gentiles : so Gc. and the Scholl. 
speak of 1) card Tac pvotKkde évvolac PidtKy 
OvdPeore. Wolf tries to distinguish the 
two by referring eiyere to the Jews, 7xob- 
care to the Gentiles. On the other hand, 
those who refer gytoAn in vv. 7, 8, to 
ver. 6, mostly understand the “old” and 
“new” of the different aspects in which 
the following the example of Christ would 


be regarded, within the limits of the N.T. 
period, since the readers had begun their 
Christian lives: so Socinus, Jackmann, 
Piscator, Episcopius, Liicke. The last- 
named reference of ax’ apyij¢ to the be- 
ginning of the Christian life of the readers, 
and the corresponding explanation of the 
“ oldness” of the commandment, is com- 
bined by De Wette and Neander only with 


‘their view of éyroAn as the law of love. 


Diisterdieck, from whom the above par- 
ticulars are mainly taken, finds fault with 
the exclusive reference maintained for the 
most part by the interpreters on both sides, 
and believes that a via media may be found 
more agreeable to the ethical habits of 
thought of the Apostle, and to the context 
of the passage. ‘This context requires, 1) 
that we maintain a logical connexion be- 
tween ver. 6 and ver. 7, as indicated by 
opeiher and évrodn : 2) that we maintain 
the like logical connexion between ver. 8 
and ver. 9, as indicated by the figure com- 
mon to them both, of the darkness and the 
light. Now, of these, 1) is neglected by 
those who understand the évroA7 barely as 
the law of love; 2) is neglected by those 
who understand it barely of following 
Christ’s example. The former make ver. 7 
spring out of no contextual development : 
the latter treat similarly ver. 9. And the 
true view is to be found as thus indicated : 
the walk of Christ, which is our example, 
is essentially and completely summed up 
in one word, Love: and so the command, 
to walk as he walked, essentially and 
completely resolves itself into the law of 
brotherly love: for this last, taken in all 
its depth, includes not one special detail in 
a holy Christian life, but the whole of that 
life itself. ‘Taking then this view, how are 
we to interpret in detail ? What is Kav- 
vyv? what is wadauav? what is aa 
apxis? For these clearly all hang to- 
gether. If az’ apxije is to signify ‘from 
the beginning of O. T. revelation,’ or ‘from 
the beginning of God’s testimony in man’s 
conscience,’ we seem to be doing violence 
to the simple mode of address which is 
prevalent in our Apostle’s style. The 
elxere and Kkobcare, especially the latter, 
will hardly bear interpreting of the re- 
mote forefathers of the readers, as on this 
hypothesis they must, but require to be con- 
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fined to the readers themselves, especially as 
they are aorists and not perfects. And if 
so, the meaning of az’ aoxie is fixed to be, 
from the beginning of the Christian lives, 
from the time when réy Aédyor AKovcar. 
Then as to katyny, and zaXaidy, the ex- 
planation will be simple enough. The 
command to love one another cannot be 
said to be new, for it forms a part of the 
Abyog by Aeodoare, nay, is the very sum 
and centre of that Adyo¢: but again, it 
may be said to be new, inasmuch as it ever 
assumes new freshness as the Christian life 
unfolds, as the old darkness is more and 
more cleared away and the true light 
shineth: in that light we see light; in the 
light of Him who maketh all things new. 
That the évroA7 as such refers to the 
law of love, thus indeed connected with 
Christ’s example here, but still to the law 
of love and no other, is plain from the 
whole usage of the Apostle ; compare es- 
pecially 2 John 4-6, where the very same 
train of thought occurs as here, the repr- 
marety ty adnOcia being = meperarsiv év 
gwri here, being followed up by raOwe 
evToAnyv éhaBopev rapa Tov Tarpéc, and 
that évroAn being characterized, as here,— 
ovX we évTOAHY ypagwy gor KaLYHY, dAdAa 
hv eixouev az’ apy, and finally being 
stated to be tra ayanwpev addAndove. 
Indeed the whole process of that passage 
from this point is most instructive as to 
our present one: Kai atrn éoriy ayarn, 
iva Tepimatwpev Kata Tac évroddg abrov. 
avrn 1) évroXn éorty, KaQwe HKovoare aT’ 
apxig iva éyv abr® mepimaryre: where 
the same complex of the whole Christian 
walk is included in the one idea of love, 
and ayd7n identified with walking accord- 
ing to His commandments. Again in ch. 
iii. 11, the same formula is used in speak- 
ing of the law of love—atrn toriv % 
ayyedia iy jxoboare am’ apxiic, iva 
ayarwpev adAndove: cf. also ch. iv. 21, 
v. 8, ili. 2224: again ch. iii. 14, iv. 16, 
John xiii. 35; ch.v. 1, 2, John xv. 10. 
To recapitulate: on the interpretation 
here adopted, which is also that of Diister- 
dieck and Huther, the éyv7oA7 is the com- 
mand to walk as Christ walked, passing as 
the passage advances into the law of love. 
This évroAW is no katyy, but mada, 
seeing that they had it adm’ apyie, from 
the beginning of their faith, and it was in 
Vou. IV. 


= (mid.) ver. 
1 = John i. 9. iv. 23 al. fr. 


for 2nd vuty, nuty A cm tol syr-marg Jer: txt 
for oxoria, oxca A. 


fact the sum of the Adyo¢ which they 
jKkovaay). 8.] Again (this wéAw is 
what is called éravopOwtt«dy; takes up 
and contravenes what has been as yet said : 
q. d., “in another view of the subject, 
. .:” “et contrarietatem declarat et itera- 
tionem, hic autem non repetitionis sed con- 
trarietatis est declaratio,’” as Erasm. It 
refers to the whole sentence, not merely to 
yedpw. The emphasis is on kawwyyv) @ 
new commandment write I unto you 
(“new,” in three possible ways of interpre- 
tation: 1) “novum dicit quod Deus quo- 
tidie suggerendo veluti renovat: .... 
Joannes negat ejusmodi esse doctrinam 
de fratribus diligendis, que tempore ob- 
solescat: sed perpetuo vigere,” Calv.: or 
2) “illam preeceptionem quam vobis dudum 
cognitam esse dixi, sic nobis denuo com- 
mendo atque injungo, tanquam si nova 
esset, nec vobis antehac unquam cognita,” 
Knapp, and so Neander ; or 8) in that it 
was first promulgated with Christianity 
and unknown before. The two first are 
condemned by the fact, that the word in 
each case on which the stress of the inter- 
pretation rests, is not expressed in the 
text: there is for 1) no dei, for 2) no vir. 
The third agrees well both with the con- 
text and with St. John’s habit of thought, 
as well as with matter of fact, and our 
Lord’s own words, John xiii. 34, xv. 12. 
When Liicke objects to it that thus we 
have to take waaay and caivyy in two 
different senses, he hits in fact the very 
point in which this interpretation approves 
itself the most to those who are familiar 
with the oxymoron of St. John’s style. 
As Disterd. replies, “ when I stand at the 
point of time indicated by am’ doxije, and 
look forwards on the Christian life of the 
readers, the évroAy appears as one long 
known ; the readers have known it from 
the beginning as an essential command- 
ment, they have had it as long as they 
have been Christians: on the other hand, 
if I look backward on the life of the 
readers before that apy, whether they 
were before that Jews or Gentiles, this 
same commandment of necessity appears 
as a new one, essentially Christian, first 
beginning for the readers with that begin- 
ning ; for even for the Jewish Christians 
the command of brotherly love is a new 
one, seeing that is ordain in imitation of 
y Canc 
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Christ, John xiii. 34’), which (thing, viz. 
the fact that the commandment is a new 
one : see below) is true in Him and in you: 
because the darkness is passing away, 
and the true light is now shining (i. e. 
the commandment is @ new one, and this 
is true both in [the case of | Him [Christ] 
and in [the case of] you: because [éy 
tpiv] the darkness is passing away, and 
[év adrq@ | the true light is shining : there- 
fore on both accounts the command is a 
new one: new as regards you, because you 
are newly come from darkness into light : 
new as regards Him, because He uttered 
it when He came into the world to lighten 
every man, and began that shining which 
even now continues. This reference of 
the two clauses I hold fast against Diister- 
dieck, who maintains that the 6 refers to 
the content of the éyrodn, viz. walking in 
brotherly love: that the commandment 
finds its fulfilment [dnQée¢ éorey ? | in the 
walk of Christians in union with Christ. 
But to this there are several objections 
which he has not noticed : 1) the probable 
logic of the sentence. The Apostle ‘has 
made what is apparently a paradoxical 
assertion. He has stated that the com- 
mandment is not new but old, and then 
has, notwithstanding, asserted its newness. 
Then he proceeds 6 éoriy adnic.... 
Ort «.t.d. Is it not probable that this 
form of sentence introduces the explana- 
tion of the paradox? Is it probable, as 
would be the case on the other view, that 
so startling a proposition [after ver. 7] as 
madd éytodAny Kay ypadw vpiv, would 
remain altogether unexplained ? 2) the 
word GAGs. Diisterd. says, “'The Apos- 
tle calls that which is enjoined in the 
évroh, dds, because it finds its truth 
in its living activity, in its practical 
reality : it is in deed and truth [aAnOdc, 
ver. 5, John iv. 42, vi. 55] living and 
present, and so far true, real.” But even 
granting this sense of dAn@ijs to be pos- 
sible [which may be doubted: ddnOac is 
clearly no case in point, its adverbial cha- 
racter removing it into another phase of 
predication], is it likely that so unusual 
and harsh a word would be chosen as the 
adj. d\nOéc [rather than the ady. arnPac | 
when the obvious sense of &10é¢ would so 
naturally refer it, in the reader’s mind, to 
the kaevdrne just asserted ? 8) Diisterd. 
has entirely neglected the repetition of the 
prep. év, which fact separates off ty abrg 
and év piv as two distinct departments, 
and prevents their being considered in 


nch.i.7. Col. i.12. Isa. ii. 5. 


union. “Him,” Christ, the Head, and 
“you,” the readers, as the members, which 
depend on the Head as the grapes on the 
true vine, the Apostle regards as united 
in the real community of life [ch. i. 3 f.], 
&e. But this would require éy a’r@ kai 
dyiv: and accordingly a little below he 
says, “Shm und Gud) iff es wahr, was 
Sohannes fordert.” 4) The strict present 
mapayerat is disregarded by D.’s explana- 
tion. He upholds indeed a present sense, 
as against the “transierunt tenebre” of 
the vulgate [“the darkness is past,” 


_E. V.], but makes no further remark, not 


seeing apparently how peculiarly this 
present fits the application of the sentence 
to accounting for the newness of the com- 
mandment—* You are living in a time 
when the darkness is rolling away, even 
now passing:” so that the command, 
which is of the Light, is well said to be 
“mew.”—As in almost every verse of this 
difficult portion of the Epistle, the diver- 
gencies of interpretation are almost end- 
less. Some few only of them can be men- 
tioned here. That recently defended [as 
above] by Diisterdieck, was before taken 
by c., Luther, Grot., Knapp, Baumg.- 
Crus., Semler, &c.: that which I have 
maintained, by Calvin, Socinus, Flacius, 
Caloy., Morus, Horneius, De Wette, Liicke, 
Neander, Huther. Some take the 671 as 
declarative: “it is true, that the dark- 
ness,” &e.. so Castellio, Socinus, Bengel, 
“8rt, quod: hoe est illud preceptum, 
amor fratris, ex luce.” Erasm., Episco- 
pius, Grot., separate the words 0 égorw 
adnbéc éy air@ cai éy viv into subject 
and predicate ; “quod verum est in illo 
[Christo], id etiam in vobis verum est,” 
or “esse debet.”” The whole discussion, 
carried into most minute detail, may be 
seen in Diisterdieck’s note. To mention 
two matters of verbal nicety: 1) wap- 
ayerat need not be pressed, with Bengel, 
to its passive meaning: “non dicit zao- 
dye, transit, sed -erat, traducitur, commu- 
tatur, ut tandem absorbeatur. Idem ver- 
bum, ver. 17, ubi opponitur mansioni.” But 
the passive is not necessary for this sense : 
nay, in ver. 17 it is hardly admissible, 
and there can be no doubt that the middle 
was intended, in the same sense as the 
intr. act., 1 Cor. vii. 31: 2) dn gaiver, 
joined with the present waoayerat, is best » 
taken to mean, not the full and entire 
shining of the true light, but its beginning 
to shine : its full light at the coming of the 
Lord, is indeed close at hand, ver. 18, and 
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to that the #0 daiver looks on. 

9, 10.] We now come to the enunciation 
of the law of brotherly love, and in a form 
resembling that used in ch. i. 8,10: and in 
vv. 4f. First is asserted the incompati- 
bility of living in hatred and walking in 
the light : then the identity of walking in 
love and walking in the light: then lastly 
as a contrast to the last [6 dyawéy .... 
6 dé prswy |, the same fact with regard to 
hatred and the darkness, and the blinding 
effect on him who walks in it. The gue 
is as before, the light of Christ, now par- 
tially shining, but one day to be fully re- 
vealed : the oxoria is the darkness of this 
present world, now passing away). He 
that saith that he is in the light, and 
hateth his brother, is in the darkness 
until now (Diisterd. has very properly 
protested against the softening down of 
pucsiv into “minus diligere, posthabere, 
non colere,” &c. “Nothing,” he says, 
“can be more shallow and weak as com- 
pared with the ethics of the whole Scrip- 
ture. All the truth, depth, and power of 
Christian ethics rests on the ‘aut. . aut,’ 
so distinctly insisted on by St. John. On 
the one side is God, on the other the 
world : here is life, there is death [ch. iii. 
14]: here, love; there, hate, i. e. murder 
[ch. iii. 14 ff. ], there is no medium. In the 
space between, is nothing. Life may as 
yet be merely elementaryand fragmentary. 
Love may be as yet weak and poor, but 
still, life in God and its necessary demon- 
stration in love is present really and truly, 
and the word of our Lord is true, ‘ He that 
is not against me is with me,’ Luke ix. 50: 
and on the other side, the life according to 
the flesh, the attachment to the world, and 
the necessary action of this selfishness by 
means of hatred, may be much hidden, may 
be craftily covered and with splendid outer 
surface; but in the secret depth of the 
man, there where spring the real fountains 
of his moral life, is not God but the world ; 
the man is yet in death, and can conse- 
quently love nothing but himself and must 
hate his brother: and then that other word 
of the Lord is true, ‘ He that is not for me 
is against me,’ Luke xi. 23. For a man 
can only be either for or against Christ, 
and consequently can only have either love 
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or hate towards his brother.” Bengel says 
well, on ver. 11, “oppositio immediata : 
ubi non est amor, odium est: cor enim 
non est vacuum.”—lIt has been questioned, 
who is meant by Tov ddeAdov adrov. It 
seems plain that the expression here is not 
= rdv mdnoiov avrov, seeing that St. 
John is writing to Christians, and treating 
of their korvwvia per’ adAHAwv. On the 
other hand, if we are to restrict the mean- 
ing, as is done by most modern Commenta- 
tors, to Christian brotherhood, it is plain 
that we cannot understand strictly roy 
adedgov abrov in vv. 9, 11, seeing that 
the man there spoken of is in reality not a 
Christian at all. So that either we must 
enlarge the sense of ddeAgdc, or suppose 
some impropriety of language in the use of 
the term in these verses, q. d. him who 
ought to be loved by him as a Christian 
brother, supposing himself to be really a 
Christian. This difficulty does not seem 
to have struck any of the Commentators : 
but it is one which certainly will not 
allow us to confine the term to its utmost 
strictness of meaning. ws apr, wp to 
this moment: notwithstanding any ap- 
parent change which may have taken 
place in him when he passed into the 
ranks of nominal Christians). 10.] He 
that loveth his brother abideth in the 
light (i. e. the continuance of the habit of 
brotherly love is a measure of and a 
guarantee for his continuance in that 
light whose great command is Love), and 
there-is no occasion of stumbling in him 
(so E. V., excellently. For it is clear by 
the parallel in ver. 11, that this is what 
is meant, and not that he gives no occasion 
of stumbling to others, as Calov., al., “ Qui 
fratrem odit, ipse sibi offendiculum est, et 
incurrit in seipsum et in omnia intus et 
foris; qui amat, expeditum iter habet.” 
Bengel. Cf. also John xi. 9, 10, which is 
in more than one respect the key-text here. 
For it also explains the apparently difficult 
év avT@, occurring as it does there in ver. 
10, day 08 Tic mEevuTary iv ry vuKTi, Tpoo- 
kémret, Ure rd pw obK Eoriy tv adbry. 
The light, and the darkness, by which we 
walk safely, or stumble, are within our- 
selves; admitted into us by the eye, whose 
singleness fills the whole body with light). 
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11.] But (= whereas) he that hateth 
his brother (see above) is in the darkness 
(has never come out of it: corresponds to 
év T@ owri péver above : denotes his state, 
whereas 7rept7raret indicates more his out- 
ward acts), and walketh in the darkness, 
and knoweth not where (see reff. ov 
with a verb of motion obviously includes 
that motion: but it includes also the spot 
on which the motion is taking place : e. g., 
here, not only the destination to which, 
but also the way by which, he is going. 
In some places, this cannot be pressed, as 
in John viii. 14, where 7é0ev 7)A9oy and 
mov [moi] wmayw are opposed to one 
another) he goeth, because the darkness 
blinded (it is a matter of old standing : 
“ blinded,” and not “hath blinded,’ be- 
cause it is no new effect of a state into 
which he has lately come, but the long 
past work of a state which is supposed to 
be gone by, and is not) his eyes. 

12—14.] Threefold address to the readers, 
accompanied by a threefold reason for 
writing to them; all repeated by way of 
parallelism, with some variations and en- 
largements. On the connexion and explana- 
tion of these verses, it may be observed, 
1) that we have three classes of readers, 
denoted the first time by recvia, marépec, 
veavioxot, and the second time by radia, 
maréoec, veavioco. 2) that all three are 
addressed the first time in the present 
yodgw, the second time in the aorist 
éyeaWa. 3) that while to the warépec and 
veavioxor the same words are each time 
used [to the latter with an addition the 
second time], the recvia and mwadia are 
differently addressed. The first ques- 
tion arising is, what do these three classes 
import, and how'are they to be distributed 
among the readers ? It is obvious that the 
chief difficulty here is with recvia and 
mawdia. The former word is.used by our 
Apostle once with pov, ver. 1, and five 
times without pov ; ver. 28, ch. iii. 18, iv. 4, 
v. 21; but always-as importing the whole 
of his readers ; and once it is reported by 
him as used by our Lord, also in a general 
address to all His disciples, John xiii. 33. 
mavia is used by him similarly in our 


u ver. 1 reff. vch.i.9 
cts iv.30. 1Cor.i.10, Rev. ii. 3 only. 


cal , » , AY ’ ol 
Ty GkoTia goTlv, Kat &v TH 


y lan ig UT if 
TOU uTayél, ott 


, \ > ‘ , ral 
a’ eT vpAwoev TOUG op0ad pouc auTou. 
12 ’ eon u , / yw Poe ton eye 
Toapw viv, “rexvia, ore apéwvTat vuly at apap- 


13 ypdgw vely, * waréoec, 


-9. w John xv. 21. Matt. 
x = here only. 


ver. 18, and reported by him as_used_by 
our-Lord in a general.address, John xxi. 5. 
These facts make it very probable that 
both the words are here used as general 


: designations of all the readers, and not as 


a designation of any particular class among 
them. And this is made more probable, 
by the fact that if recvia and watdia did 
point out the children among them, pro- 
perly or spiritually so called, the rank of 
classes would be different from that which 
would occur to any writer, viz. neither 
according to ascending age nor to descend- 
ing, but children, fathers, young men. We 
seem then to have made it highly probable 
that texvia and radia address. all the 
feadérs alike. Now if we lay any stress 
on the third circumstance above mentioned, 
that recvia and watdia are differently ad- 
dressed, and not so 7arépec and veavioxot, 
and endeavour therefrom to deduce any dis- 
tinction between rexvia and zatdia in the 
age or qualities expressed by them, I con- 
ceive that we shall establish nothing satis- 
factory. Ifa reason for this variation of 
address is to be discovered, it must be 
sought in the parallelism of the passage. 
With these preliminary remarks, we come 
to the details. i i 
chi (see above), Degause _.(Socinus, 
eb.-Schmidt, Schott., Bengel, Paulus, 
Sander, Neander, render drt “that.” But 
the meaning seems determined for us by 
ver. 21, where it is quite impossible thus 
to render it : although even there Bengel 
tries to be consistent. It is manifest that 
we must keep the same rendering through- 
out. The particle then gives the reasons 
why he writes [what, see below on the first 
tyeawa |] to each class among them) your 
i (perf. : see note on Matt. 
ix. 2) forgi i 
(Christ’s) name (‘Inoove yororde, the Sa- 
viour, the anointed one, bringing to mind 
all the work wrought out by Him for us, 
and all the acceptance of that work by the 
Father: so that it may be well said that 
on account of, for the sake of, that Name 
which the Father hath given Him, which is 
above every name, our sins are forgiven). 
18.) I write to.von, fathers, because 
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St. John’s usage of 
ch. i. 1 and notes). Lwrit 
men, because ye have conquered the e 
one tribute of youth is, 
carry on the active parts of life: if sol- 
diers, to be engaged in all active service: 
that of age, to contemplate, and arrive at 
sound and matured knowledge. The latter 
have conquered as well, but the burden 
and heat of their struggle is past :“ viri- 
bus fortibus et robustis tribuitur supra 
fortissimum et robustissimum victoria.” 
Carpzov. The trovnpds is he in whom, in 
whose power, the whole world lieth, ch. v. 
19, John xii. 31, xiv. 30, xvi. 11: the éva- 
Bodog, who deceives from the beginning, 
John viii. 44, ch. iii. 8, 10, 12: whose 
works Christ came into the world to 
destroy, ch. iii. 8. He is conquered once 
and for all, by those who have passed from 
darkness to light, and from the power of 
Satan to God, to communion with the 
Father and the Son, ch. v. 18. Whatever 
conflict remains for them afterwards, is 
with a baffled and conquered enemy: is a 
TnoEiv abrove [é« Tou zovnood |, ch. v.18, 
which rnpety [see note there], owing to 
their whole life being led in communion 
with the Father and Son, is a rnpeioPat, 
John xvii. 15)—He now repeats (see 
above) the three classes, but with some 
variations and additions in his reasons for 
writing to each, and with the aor. €ypaija 
instead of the present yoagw. In seeking 
a reason for this change of tense, we have 
a choice between several views of Com- 
mentators. These are rather complicated 
by the fact that many of them read ypagw 
in the fourth place, against almost all 
authority. Of those, some, as Calvin, have 
been fairly baffled by the two aorists fol- 
lowing the four presents, and have imagined 
ver. 14 to be interpolated: “ Quanquam 
fieri potest ut Joannes ipse sententiam de 
adolescentibus augendi causa secunde in- 
seruerit (illic enim addit fortes esse, quod 
non prius dixerat), librarii autem temere 
numerum implere voluerint.” Of the rest, 
some (Storr, Lange, Baumg.-Crus., Schétt.) 
think that the allusion is to St. John’s 
Gospel: others, as Michaelis, to a former 
epistle; by far the greater part however 


agree rightly that this Epistle must be 
meant by both: see Gal. vi. 11, Philem. 
19, 21; our vv. 21, 26; ch. v.13. Still, 
there is a wide difference in giving each 
tense a distinct reference. Bengel holds 
them to import much the same: “a scribo 
transit ad seripsi: non temere: scilicet 
verbo scribendi ex presenti in preeteritum 
transposito immisit commonitionem fir- 
missimam :” and so Sander, and in the 
main Neander: “as John has said ‘I write 
to you,’ so now he takes up again and 
sums up that which he has written, saying, 
‘I have written to you: q.d., it stands 
fast: I have nothing more to say: this 
you must regard as my permanent testi- 
mony.” And Paulus, comparing the for- 
mula “we decree and have decreed.” 
But as Huther remarks, this view presup- 
poses the false rendering of ri by “that.” 
Liicke, after Rickli, with much ingenuity, 
tries to fix ypaya on the preceding por- 
tion of the Epistle, keeping ypagw for the 
following. And in so doing, he fancies he 
sees a correspondence, in what has pre- 
ceded and in what follows, with these ad- 
dresses to different classes of hearers : e. g., 
in ch. i. 5—7, and ii. 15—17, with agéwy- 
rat at ap.: ini. 8—ii. 2, and ii. 18—27, 
with Gre éyvoxare...: in ii. 3—11, and 
ii. 28—iii. 22, with Ore ventkyneate.. . 
But no such correspondence really sub- 
sists: and Licke himself subsequently 
gave up this view :—see note in Bertheau’s 
edn. of Liicke, p. 265. De Wette and 
Brickner, with whom Huther agrees, be- 
lieve yoagw to refer to the immediate 
act of writing, going on at the moment: 
Zypaya, to what has preceded this point : 
so that the former refers more to the whole 
Epistle, the latter to the contents of what 
has gone before. Diisterdieck disapproves 
this, and, following Beza, refers both 
yoapw and éypaa to the whole Epistle : 
the former to the Apostle’s immediate act 
of writing, the latter to the readers’ act 
of reading when complete. In deciding 
between these two last views, we must 
bear in mind the epistolary use of the aor. 
éyoawa, according to which it refers, never, 
that I am aware, when thus used abso- 
lutely, to a previous portion of the Epistle, 
but always to the whole: which circum- 
stance would seem to rule the meaning 
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here, and to determine for Beza and Diis- 
terdieck. And no objection lies against 
their view, as Huther urges, from the 
change of persons to be supplied (see above): 
the supply may just as well be thus made, 
understanding the reference both times 
to be to the Apostle himself: “I write 
(yeadw), now that I am writing:’ “I 
wrote (éypapa), when I wrote.” I wrote 
to you, children (by zavdia all the readers 
are meant: see above), because ye know 
the Father (the very word ravdia reminds 
of mwarno: and the relation is close, be- 
tween this and that which is said before, 
that their sins are forgiven for Christ’s 
name’s sake. They are received thus by 
adoption into God’s family, and He is be- 
come thee reconciled Father, as He is the 
Father of Him through whom they have 
received their adoption: and one of the 
first evidences of dawning intelligence ‘in 
a child is the recognition of its father. 
But this knowledge of the Father does not 


> precede, nay, it presupposes, communion 
, with the Son : for none knoweth the Father 
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but the Son, and he to whom the Son will 
reveal Him, Matt. xi. 27). I wrote to 
you, fathers, because ye know Him that 
is from the beginning (verbatim as before : 
to shew perhaps in strong light the great 
truth of John xvii. 8, that the whole sum, 
of Christian ripeness and éxpérieiCe. is, 


_ this Knowledge of a"réy pbvor andor 


4) , a ? , > ~ , 
£0v, Kal Ov aréoretrtac ‘Inoov’y xoLoTor, 


* Bengel gives another reason : “ Hoc comma 


ex versu precedente, non additis pluribus 
verbis, repetit propositioni tractationem 
zque brevem subjungens, et modestia ad 
patres utens, quibus non opus erat multa 
scribi”). I wrote to you, young men, 
because ye are strong (Ovid, Met. xv. 208, 
“Transit in estatem post ver robustior 
annus, Fitque valens juvenis, neque enim 
robustior ztas Ulla.” Wetst. toyupéds, 
strong in fight: so in ref. Heb., Luke xi. 
21 ||), and the word of God abideth in you 
(i.e. the whole announcement of the good 
news of the gospel in Christ has found 
entrance into your hearts and an abiding 
Poe there, and there dwells and works. 

ie Copule may be supplied as Grot., 
“Tilud prius cai valet hic guia, alterum 
cai positum est pro ob id..... Fortes 
jam estis, non vestris viribus, verum ideo 
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quod verbum illud Dei, profectum a Christo, 
est in vobis: inde vobis robur tantum ob- 
tigit, ut et mundi hujus principem vin- 
ceretis”), and ye have conquered the 
wicked one (see above). 
15—17.] Dehortation from the love of 
e world. The preceding designation of 
the different classes has been, as so fre- 
quently in St. John, their ideal designa- 
tion, in the perfection of their several 
states of Christian life: and now, as so 
often, he brings that ideal state to bear on 
real temptations and duties. The love of 
the Father, the abiding in Him by His 
word abiding in them, the victory over 
him in whom 6do0¢ 6 Kdopog Kéetrat,— 
these particulars have been enounced : and 
though there may be a more apparent 
reason why the young should have this 
dehortation addressed to them, and more 
apparent allusion to the vem«pxare ror 
moyvnpoy in the bringing out of the rdcpog, 
yet there can be no doubt that it is to all 
that this address is made. All are in the 
world, and as long as they are, are in 
danger of being betrayed by the senses to 
cleave to the things present and seen, to 
the forgetfulness of those which are absent 
and unseen. This general reference is 
shewn by the éav rr¢ which follows. [Love 
not the world (what is 6 Kéopos, in the 
ction of St. John? And what does he 
import by a&yamrgv tov Kéopov? When 
we read John iii. 16, o¥rw¢o hyarnoev 
6 Osd¢ Toy KOOpMOV WeTE TOY vIdY aro 
TOY povoyEeri) EOwkeY kK.T.A., are we to un- 
derstand the same thing by the words as 
here? and if not, are doth taken in a dif- 
ferent sense, or if one only, which? Beza 
replies, ‘“ Mundum considerat quatenus 
cum Dei voluntate non consentit, et enim 
amorem damnat qui nos a Deo abducit: 
alioquin dicitur Deus ipse suum mundum 
infinito quodam amore dilexisse, id est, eos 
quos ex mundo elegit.” The palpable 
error of this last “id est,” directs as to 
the right solution of both questions.” The 
kdopoc in both cases is the same, the 
_ayargy is different. In ii, 16 it is 


the love of divine compassion and creative 
and oe mercy : here, it is the love 
of selfish desire, chgrishing gyarice or pride. 
But then recurs our question, What is 
& Koopog? And it is no easy one to 


‘ 
ABCKL © 
abcat @ 


ghjkl 
mno13 


’ 


14, 15. 


IQANNOY A. 


443 


, ; Se A a , af » Col 4 , 
KOOMOY, MNOE Ta EV Tw KOOMW. €av TIC ayanra TOV KOGLOY, 


answer. If we reply so as to make it 
pgrsonal, we are met at once by the diffi- 
culty of ra év r@ xdopw: from which we 
cannot escape by saying that these are as 
below 7) éa:Oupia «.7.X., for none can be 
said dyargv tiv éxcOvpiav, but the ém- 
Oupia is the dyadan. Hence some have 
been led to take these three, 7 é.0. rijc 
CapKoc, 4 értO. Tov 669., % ddaZoveia 
rou Biov, as put for the things desired, 
and the material of the ddaZoveia. So 
Calvin, Episcopius, Bengel: but this mani- 
festly will not hold, owing to the opposition 
in ver. 17 between 6 kdcpog «. 1) émOupia 
atrov on the one hand, and 6 mov rd 
@Anua rod Me0d on the other, which evi- 
dently requires that its first member should 
be personal as well as its second. And this 
last will be a weighty reason also against 2) 
taking 6 kéopo0c as merely material, the 
present order of things, in so far as it is 
alien from God. We are thus brought to 
a point, for our understanding of 6 Kocpoe, 
intermediate between personal and ma- 
terial. But then our question is, which of 
the two is to take the first _placeP Is 0 
kdapoc the world of matter, including the 
men who dwell in it, @Pis it the world of 
man, including matter as subordinate to 
man? If the former, we seem in danger 
of falling into a dualism, in which God 
and the world“of matter should be set 
over against one another as independent 
existences: for thus the evil one, the ap- 
xwy Tov Kdcpov, and his agents the cocpo- 
koaropec, would themselves be included in 
the xdcpoc, and adjuncts to the world of 
matter: amode of thought which no where 
appears in the apostolic writings. We are 
thus narrowed to our other alternative 
that of understanding 6 Kécpoc as of hu- 
man persons, including the inferior ranks 
of created being, and the mass of inani- 
mate matter which they inhabit. Let us 
see whether this view will meet the ne- 
cessities of our text and of similar pas- 
sages. Thus understood, the-eéauas was 
passit uted at first in Adam, well-pleasing 
to Go obe ient fo Him fo Him: if was man’s 
world, nd in man it is summed up: and ie 


manit fell from Gods Hehidnte the dark- 


ness of selfish pursuits and éxuuptat Kkoope- 
kai, in_and ich man, who should be 
rising arse $ See iat nature 


to God, h ome materialized _in_ spirit 
and dragged down so as to be worldly and 
sensual like him who_has Ted _him 


astray, and who now, having thus sub- 
jected man’s nature by temptation, has 


become the dpywv rov kécpov. And thus 
XPX2S > Qader, chiaf, Commmaa~Ber. 


the Adatoe is “man and man’s world,” 

in his and its fall from God. twas this’ 

world which God loved, in its enmity fo 
im, 


with the holy love of Redemption: 

if js this world which we are not to love, 
in its alienation from Him, with the selfish 
love_of participation. And this kécpog is 
spoken of sometimes as perggnal, sometimes 
as material, according to the context in 
which it occurs. To give but a few decisive 
examples ; of the purely personal sense, 
John xv. 18, ef 6 kéopoc bag pucet «.7.d., 
followed by ef éué eBlwkav, cai dude &- 
éfovow, where the singular is broken up 
into the individual persons: of the purely 
material, John xi. 9, éay rig epirary év 
TY NEP, OU MoocKoOmTEL, OTL TO PwE TOD 

Koopoy_TovTou BAéTEL. fen ee 

like the present, these two senses alternate 
with and interpenetrate one another: e. g. 
in ta dy T@ Koopy, the kdopoc is appa- 
rently material and local : in'the opposition 
which follows, between the love of the 
world and the love of the Bather, the per- 
sonal- meaning begins to ke evident: in 
what follows, wav ro év Tw Koouw, which 
at first sight seems material, is explained 
by 9 émOvpia Tic capKdc, K.T.A., which 
are the subjective desires of the ra év ri 
xéopy, not the things themselves: then, 

finally, in ver. 17 where 6 kécpocg Kai 1) 
éwtOvpia adrov is opposed to 6 mowwy To 

O&Anpa rod Oeod, it is plain that we have 

passed, by the transition in the last_verse, 
from the material tg the pergonal_sense 
aftogether. This account may serve to ex- 
plain that which has given so much trouble 
to Commentators here, the question whe- 
ther éwiOupia is not put for the thing itself 
which is desired: the fact being that, the 
eoguoc including the material worl! én the 
wen, the emcOupwat, wii are un tre men, 
are in the coapoc, as well as the things of 
which they are the desires, and which are 
in their turn included in them. See on 
the whole, the long and elaborate note in 
Diisterdieck, the results of which are nearly 
the same as those arrived at above. To 

detail all the shades of opinion, would be 

hopeless: they will mostly be found, clas-. 

sified and discussed, if the note referred 

to), nor_yet (not = pyre, but carrying with 

it an exclusive and disjunctive force, im- 

plying that what follows is not identical 

with what went before. That was spoken 

of the world itself, the totality : “have no 

love for this present world as such.” But 

an escape from this prohibition might be 

sought by men who would deny in the 

abstract the charge of worldly-mindedness, 
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but devoted themselves to some one object 
of those followed by worldly men: so that 
it is necessary to add, after “ Love not the 
world,”—*no, nor any thing in it”) the 
things in the world (explained above: 
ere, the objects after which the ungodly 
world’s ériupia reaches out, and on which 
its addafoveia is founded). If any man 
(see on the same expression above, ver. 1) 
love the world, the love of the Father is 
not in him (q dy. tod warpos, love ¢o the 
Father, a oe to his i to the world : 
not as ASS (2), Seb.-Schmidt, and Ca- 
lov., the love which the Father hath shewed 
to us: nor as Bengel, “amor Patris erga 
suos et filialis erga Patrem.” As Bede, 
“unum cor duos sibi tam adversarios 
amores non capit.” Philo says, fragm. 
ex Joh. Damasceni sacris.parallelis, p. 370 
B, Gunxavoy ovyuTagxyev ry qwpedc 
Kdopov ayarny TH med Tov Oedy ayary, 
wc dpuhnxavoy ovyvuTapxey adAANAotE Pw¢ 
kal ox6Toc). 16.] Gives greason,for 
the_assertion in ver. TS: viz. the gntjre 
separation from one another of the world 
and God->~TIn order to understand clearly 
fhe following, it is necessary to define 
strictly the things mentioned, and to lay 
down explicitly the apposition between 
nav ro év T@ «., and the three particulars 
which follow as included in that category. 
By some Commentators this has been 
altogether passed over: by others very 
variously done. I apprehend it can only 
be rightly done by bearing in mind what 
was said before,—that, as the world _j 
summed _up in map, both those objective 
aterial things which are properly ra gy 
Tw «., and those inward Spbjestivtiies which 
are in man and grounded on his cosmic 
state, are regarded as being éy ry «., and 
these pass into, ayd are almost interchanged 
with, one another. Now here, the ¢hree 


things spoken of as examples of ra éy rp 
k., are all purely subjective,—iaiOupia, 


émiOvpia, adaZoveia. But t re_sub- 
jectivities hgying their ground in the ob- 
jectivities of th iH 


ot the ungodly world: the first 
émfupia springs out of (see below) the 
oaoé, the human nature unrenewed_b 
God: the_second resides in that sense 
which takes note of outward things and so 
is inflamed 3; and the adaZoveia 
is that belonging to 6 Gioc, the manner of 
life of worldly men among one another, 


whereby pride ag to display and pomp is 
cherished. Now each one of these fhree is 
included in, and includes in itself, love to 
the world: and he that loves the world 
falls into, walks after, becomes part of, 
fhese Tusts, and this a\aZoveia, which is 


nat of the Father butof the world. Loving 
t£ gs gud e becomes con; 


e things of the world, 
farmed to the world, and following the 


. lusts and pride which are in the world, he 


himself becomes_ong of the things in the 
world. Because eve 

e world, (namely, or for instance) the 
Tust of the flesh (ris capkds is not, as 
made by so many Commentators, an ob- 
jective gen., so that the words should 
mean, “lust after the flesh,” i.e. impure 
desire: thi, Tha include, but fi ore. 
The gen. is subjective, the flesh being that 
wherein the lust dwells, as in reff.: and in 
émi0. rHyv Kapdwwyv, Rom. i. 24: ef. Prov. 
xxi. 26, Sir. v. 2, xviii. 30,—rov swparoe, 
Rom. vi. 12,—rév avOoe7wyr, 1 Pet. iv. 2: 
cf. 2 Pet. iii. 8, Jude 16, 18,—and ef. also 
such expressions as ém@upiat Koopicai, 
Tit. ii. 12, and capxiwai, 1 Pet. ii. 11. 
The gen. after é:Oupia is never, either in 
LXX or N. T., objective. Cf. some pas- 
sages in which it occurs in other than the 
subjective sense, but never of the object 
desired: Eph. iv. 22, 2 Pet. ii. 10. In 
Phil. i. 23, only Origen reads after ém- 
Ovpiay Exwy, TOD dvaddoat instead of eis 
76 av.), and the lust of the eyes (sub- 
jective gen. as before: the lust which the 


eye begets by seeing. In the apocryphal 
Testament oF the twelve patriarchs [ Fa- 
bricius, cod. Pseudepigr. Vet. Test. i. p. 
522], among the‘sevén mvsvpara ric 
mayne is enumerated the mvevua ooa- 
sewc, meO’ Ae yiverar émOupia. Sander, 
whose commentary, otherwise useful, is 
disfigured throughout by an ill-natured 
spirit of carping at Liicke and De Wette, 
denies the applicability of this passage, 
understanding éwOup. rHv 490. as-[if I 
rightly take his meaning, which is not very 
clear | the desire of seeing, as of the man 
who would not come to the supper because 
he must go and see his five yoke of oxen. 
But his whole view of this difficult pas- 
= is Mees superficial), and the vain- 
glory of life (the ddaZwy is one 

lays claim to credit or glory RT gen is not 
his own: see notes on Rom. i. 30 and 
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28 al. n=ch.i. 3 reff. 


17. ix. 81. Matt. vii. 21. xii.50. Eph. vi.6. Ps. xlii. 10. 
Heb. vii. 24. 1 Pet.i.25 only. Ps. lxxxviii. 36. 


16. rec add’: txt BC Thl. 
17. om avrov A al, arm Orig. 


Jamesiv.16. Bios here as in ref. is men’s 
way or course of life. Soin Polyb. vi. 57. 6, 
4) mEept Tod Biovg draZoveia Kk. wodUTE- 
Aeca: he having before observed, rode 
Biovg yevéoOar zrodvredecrépove. This 
Biog comprehends in it the means of 
living and fashion of living,—table, furni- 
ture, equipage, income, rank; and the 
a\aZoveia arising out of these is that vain- 
glorious pride, which is so common in the 
rich and fashionable), is not of (springs 
not from, has not as its source: see below) 
the Father (this name is again used for 
God, in reference to rexvia and vatdia 
above), but is of the world (has its origin 
from the world. It is necessary, in oppo- 
sition to all such interpretations as that of 
Socinus, “valde dissident ab eis que Deus 
per Christum nos sectari jussit,” and Ro- 
senmiiller, “non est in his perfectio mo- 
ralis,” to lay down very distinctly St. 
John’s limits of thought and speech in this 
matter. “Through our whole Epistle,” 
says Diisterdieck | cf. esp. ver. 29, ch. iii.’ 7 
ff., iv. 2 ff., 7 ff., v. 1 ff. ], “runs the view, 
which also is manifest in the Gospel of St. 
John, that only the mind which springs 
from God is directed to God. He aE is 
born of God, loyes God, knows God [ vv. 
3 ff], does God's will. God Himself, 
ved 


od’s 
us, viz. in Christ His in- 


ho_first lo 
carnate Son, ¢ in_us that love which 
of moral necessity returns again to the 


Father, and of like necessity embraces our 
brethren also. Chis love is hated by the 
world, because _it”springs not from the 
world. - It depends not gn the world, any 
more than that_perverted love whiwh 
springs from the world and is directed to- 


wards the world, the lust of the flesh, &c., 
can be directed_to the Father, or to God’s 
eRe 8 


Cc 


0 that Ji oho grasps in reality 
down to the very foundations of the mora 
life, when he reminds his readers of the 
essontially .: stinct origin of the love of the 
world, the love of God. The inmost 
kernel o the matter is hereby laid bare, 
and with it a glimpse is given of the whole 


process of the love of the world and the 
love of God, even tothe end; and this end 


zek. xxiv. 
VS 965 
KQlt O k James iv. 16 
only +. Hos. 
v.5 Aq. The. 
2 Mace. xv. 6. 


r ’ 1= Luke viii. 
1S Uilacias we 


m = John viii. 

__P Jobn iv. 34. vi. 88. vii. 

q John viii. 35. xii. 34. 2 Cor. ix. 9. 
r = John xxi. 5. ver. 13. 


o ver. 8 reff. 


is now set forth expressly with extraor- 
dinary power :” viz., in the next verse). 
17.] And_the world is passing 
away, and the lust of it (atrod is subjec- 
tive again; not as Liicke, Neander, San- 
der, objective, “the lust after it,” but as 
in ver. 16, which see on the construction : 
 émi8. atvrod summing up in one the 
three which are there mentioned. map- 
dyerau as in ver. 8: not declaring merely 
an attribute, that it is the quality of the 
world and its lust to pass away,—but a 
matter of fact, that it is even now in act 
so to pass. See Meyer on 1 Cor. vii. 31. 
It is no objection to this, that the péver, 
which is opposed to mapayerat, contains, 
not a matter of fact, but a qualitative pre- 
dication. This is made necessary by the 
words si¢ tov aiwva which that clause 
contains): but he that doeth the wi 
God abideth for ever (in this latter mem- 
ber of the contrast, we have a clearly per- 
sonal agent introduced: and therefore, as 
above remarked, we may expect that the 
former member also will have a like per- 
sonal reference. But this expectation 
must not be pushed too far: seeing that 
in the xécpoc, the ungodly men, who are 
in all their desires and thoughts é« row 
kdapov, are included. They and their 
lusts belong to, are part of, depend on, a 
world which is passing away. On the 
other hand, eternal fixity and duration be- 
longs only to that order of things, and to 
those men, who are in entire accordance 
with the will of God. And among these 
is he that doeth that will, which is [see 
vv. 3—6] the true proof and following out 
of love towards Him. As God Himself is 
eternal, so is all that isin communion with 
Him: and this are they who believe in 
Him and love Him, and do His will). 
18—28,] WARNING AGAINST ANTI- 
CHRISTS AND FALSE TEACHERS (vv. 18— 
: AND EXHORTATION TO ABIDE_IN 
Curis? (vv. 24—28). The place which 
this portion holds will be best seen by 
strictly recapitulating. “God is light, 
and in Him is no darkness :” that [ch. i. 
3] is the ground-tone of this whole divi- 
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18. om Ist «ae K. 


sion of the Epistle. In ch. i. 5—ii. 11, 
the Apostle shews, wherein the believer’s 
walking in light consists. At ver. 12, his 
style takes at once a hortatory turn. In 
his addresses to the various classes of his 
readers, the tone of warning is slightly 
struck by verncneate tov movnpov: if 
indeed the whole form of assertion of an 
ideal state in each case do not of itself 
carry a delicate shade of warning. Hence 
the transition is easy to actual warning. 
And this in vv. 15—17 begins by general 
dehortation from the love of the world as 
excluding the love of God, and now pro- 
ceeds by caution against those in the world 
who would rob them of Him by whom 
alone walking in the light of God is made 
both possible and actual tous. The note of 
transition from the last verses is the zap- 
ayerat, here taken up by éoyarn doa toriv. 
The world is passing away: and those 
temptations and conflicts of which ye have 
heard as belonging to its last period, are 
now upon you: those adversaries who 
would endanger your abiding in Him and 
being found in Him at His coming. 

18,] Children (qat8(a, as before, is ad- 
dressed not to any one class, but to all the 
readers), it is the last time (what is ex- 
actly the Apostle’s meaning by these 
words? Clearly, 7% some sense or other, 
that it is the last period of the world. 
For we must at once repudiate such views 
as that of Bengel, who, strange to say, 
seems to understand it as “ extrema Jo- 
hannis etas,’ and that of Steinhofer, who 
explains it to be John’s own time as the 
close of the Apostolic age: and even more 
decidedly that of Ge. [éori 0& 7d Ecya- 
Tov kai ward rd xeiptoroy tcadeiv, we 
bray gapéy, sig ExxaToy adiypat kakod |, 
Schéttgen, Carpzoy., Rosenm., for all other 
reasons, and on account of the saying 
2 Tim. iii. 1, tv éoydrats rpépare tvorn- 
govrat caioot Xaderol. These then 
being cleared away, we come to the view of 
Grot. and Episcopius ; “ultimum tempus, 
ubi ad Judaos sermo est, significat tempus 
proximum excidio urbis ac templi et 
reipublicee Judeeorum,” proceeding to in- 
terpret the ayriypsoroe to be the many 
false Christs who arose in that period, and 
avrtyototog to be the chief of them, Bar- 
chochebas. So Grot., Hammond, Mede, 
Lightfoot, Socinus : and similarly, but not 
so decidedly, Episcopius. But two sufficient 
replies may be given to this view. First, 
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II. 


> , t @ » , \ ‘ 2 , ef uw 2 , 
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u ver. 22. ch.iv.8. 2 John 7 only t. 


rec ins o bef avrexptoroc, 


that thus these false Messiahs of the Jews 
must have gone forth 2 nor, i. e. from 
the Christian ‘Church, which they did not. 
Secondly, what would the approximation 
of the destruction of Jerusalem, viewed 
merely as a Jewish event [which it must 
be, on the hypothesis here, as éoyatyn would 
only be true as addressed to Jews}, have to 
do with the subject of our Epistle ? 

And thus we have arrived at the views of 
those who recognize here the last age of 
the world, but are anxious to get rid of the 


idea that the Apostle, in thus speaking, re- 


garded the coming of the Lord as near at 
hand, and endeavour to give some meaning 
to the expression which shall preclude this 
[to them] objectionable notion. Among 
these may be mentioned Calvin, and many 
of the elder Commentators [e. g. Aug., 
Bede, Schol. I., Gic., Thl.], who under- 
stand the latter dispensation: the time 
from Christ’s advent in the flesh to His 
coming to judgment. This is [Calv.] “ul- 
timum tempus, in quo sic complentur 
omnia, ut nihil supersit preter ultimam 
Christi revelationem.” With this in the 
main, Beza, Wolf, Liicke, De Wette, 
Neander, Sander, also agree. But, apart 
from considerations of the unfitness of such 
an ideain the context, in which mapdyerat, 
vv. 8, 17,—and our ver. 28, shew that 
it is the coming of the Lord which is be- 
fore the mind of the Apostle,—this objec- 
tion is fatal to it: that manifestly not this 
whole period itself, but some time within 
its limits is meant, from the nature of the 
sign given below, d0ev ywwworoper «.7.r. 
If the whole Christian dispensation were 
intended by éoyarn wpa, it would not be 
stated as asign of its presence, that already 
there were many antichrists, but rather 
that already He was come whois to be the 
final revelation of the Father. The cir- 
cumstance of there being already many 
antichrists, corresponds with a prophecy 
delivered by our Lord, not of the general 
character of the whole of the last dispen- 
sation, but of the particular character of 
the time preceding rd réXoc, to which pro- 
pheey and to which time the Apostle 
here beyond question alludes. 

Diisterdieck’s interpretation is founded in 
some respects on those of Socinus and Gro- 
tius, impugned above,—but with this dif- 
ference, that he believes the expression to 
refer to the destruction of Jerusalem con- 
sidered not as a Jewish, but as a Christian 
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event: as opening that period of judg- 
ment, which shall precede the end, and the 
length of which was no where laid down 
in our Lord’s prophecies, nor revealed to the 
Apostles. But thus, with all his anxiety 
to escape the ascribing to the Apostles 
a mistaken view as to the nearness of the 
Lord’s second coming, he does in fact fall 
unavoidably into that class of interpreters, 
by regarding that as left uncertain, of 
which the apostolic prophecies seem to 
speak with some certainty. And I believe 
that if we are to deal ingenuously both 
with words and with facts, we must recog- 
nize this difficulty here, as well as in such 
passages as 1 Cor. xv. 52; 2 Cor. v. 1 ff.; 
1 Thess. iv. 15 ff.; and understand the 
Apostle to be speaking, as any one in any 
subsequent age of the Church might have 
spoken, and as we may speak now, of his 
time as being the last time, seeing that the 
signs of the last time were rifeinit. How 
long it may please God to prolong this 
éoxary dpa, how long to permit the signs 
to continue which demonstrate each age 
of the church to have this character, is a 
question to which it was not given to him, 
and is not given to us, to reply. To him 
indeed many prophetic visions were given, 
and have been recorded for us; but what 
is their plain and unmistakeable import, 
will only then be known, when it becomes 
necessary for the churches to see clearly 
the signs of His coming): and even as ye 
heard (in our preaching, when ye received 
the Gospel) that antichrist cometh (€pxe- 
tat, the present of ordained fixity: “2s to 
come.” But who, and what, is dvriypic- 
tos? As far as the meaning of the word 
is concerned, it may mean, either 1) one 
who stands against Christ, or 2) one who 
stands instead of Christ. The latter 
meaning is strenuously maintained here by 
Grotius, who holds that our avriyo.orog 
here has nothing to do with the dvruret- 
pevog of St. Paul, 2 Thess. ii. 3: that 
being “qui Deo summo se hostem profi- 
tetur,” whereas this is “qui se Christum 
facit :”” understanding this and what fol- 
lows [see above] of the Pevddxptoror pro- 
phesied of by our Lord, Matt. xxiv. 5, 24. 
This he defends by av7iBaciXedc, meaning 
a viceroy, not an adversary of the king. 
And as Diisterd. suggests, he might have 
cited more instances on his side: ayri- 
wWvyxoc, in Ignat. Smyrn. 10; Eph. 21; 
Polye. ii. 6, in the sense of avrihurpoy: 
the Homeric dyrifeoc, “equal to the 


gods :” dyO@b7aroe, a proconsul, &e. But 
seeing that the other meaning, “adver- 
sarius Christi,” is also upheld by prece- 
dent,—e. g. rimoc—ayvriruroc, dvtiptdd- 
oogoc, avTipappakoy, dvTideoc in Homer 
also = enemy to the gods [so Chrys. on 2 
Thess. ii. 4, dyriOede tig tora, K. wavTac 
karahvos Tove Oeovc, kK. KekEvoEL TyOC- 
kuveiy abrov avti rov Oeov |, dvTipvAak, 
advtmaxnrnc, dvricarwy|thebook written 
by Cesar against Cato], &c.,—it is clear 
that we cannot solve the doubt by philo- 
logy alone, but must take into account 
other considerations. And first among 
these comes the fact, that St. John, who 
wasacquainted with the form evddxeroroc, 
using as he does Pevdorpogyrne, ch. iv. 1, 
never uses it, but always,—ch. iv. 3, 2 
John 7,—this word ayriypioroc. Is it 
not hence probable that he intended to 
signify, not a false Christ, but an anti- 
christ ? Next, we may fairly allege the 
ancient interpretations, as shewing how 
Greeks themselves understood the word. 
In these we do not find a vestige of the 
meaning Wevddypiorog being attached to 
the term avriyptorog [ Hippolyt. de Anti- 
christo, § 6, Kkard mavra éopowvcbar 
Botbdrerat 6 trAdVOG TH vis TOU OEov, is 
not really to the point; it does not give a 
meaning to dyrixyo.oroe, but only alleges 
an undeniable feature in his character. 
The same may be said of Iren. Heer. v. 28, 
“ut sicut Christum adorent illum qui 
seducentur ab illo:” and of that of Hip- 
polytus, de Christo et Antichristo, c. 48, 
eEopotovabar péddrEt TH vip TOD Oecd, and 
indeed of all the passages where the Greek 
Fathers, as Cyril, Theodoret, &c., speak of 
the likeness of antichrist to Christ], but 
every where [see e. g. the quotations in 
Suicer] they interpret a@yrixptorog by 
évavriog Tw xptorm. The most decided 
is Thl., mavrwe 6 Wevorie évaytiog Oy 
TH adAnOeia roe TH XoLOTP avyTixoLoTog 
tort. So also the Latins: Tert. de preescr. 
her. 4,—* qui antichristi, interim et sem- 
per, nisi Christi rebelles ?”—Aug. in loc., 
—“Latine Antichristus est, contrarius 
Christo:”” and so Bede. And lastly our 
ver, 22 is quite against Grot.’s view, where 
dvtixo.orog is interpreted, not 6 mpoc- 
Tovoupevog xorcroy eivat, but 6 dovov- 
pevoce Tov marépa «. Toy vidv, which is 
explained, ver. 23, to be involved in do- 
vetoOar Tov vidv. Taking then [0 | 
dvrixotoroc for Christ’s adversary, I would 
refer to the disquisition and summary of 
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opinions in the Prolegomena to Vol. iti. on 
2 Thess. i. 1 ff., where the reasons which 
have induced me to expect a personal Anti- 
christ are given in full: as are also the 
indications furnished by prophecy, and by 
_ the history of the church and the world, as 
to his probable character and work), even 
now there have arisen many antichrists 
(not, “even now many have become anti- 
christs :” this would rather be dyriyptorot 
eyovaow modAoi, or ToANOL avTix. yey. 


By the zodXoi being tarown between the: 


subst. and the verb, it is shewn to be only 
an epithet, not the subject of the proposi- 
tion. But what are we to understand the 
Apostle as saying? Is this fact alleged as 
a presumption that 6 dytixg.orog is near, 
these zo\Aoi avriyotorot prefiguring and 
heralding him,—or as a proof that he is 
come, being in fact the aggregate of these P 
The question is an important one, as 
affecting that of a personal or collective 
antichrist. And the first thing to be no- 
ticed in answering it is, that these avri- 
xovoroe 7oAXot are explained by the Apos- 
tle himself, ver. 22 f., to be deniers of the 
Father and the Son: i. e. of the Son: and 
even more explicitly, ch. iv. 3, deniers that 
Jesus Christ is come in the flesh. Here, 
however, this latter point is not yet brought 
out: here it is as Pevorat that we hear of 
them: as deniers of the truth, which 
Truth is Jesus Christ, the Son of God: as 
not having the Spirit, which is truth and 
no lie, ver. 27. They are said to have 
gone forth from the Christian church, but 
not to have been 2& rudy, as their spirit 
é« Tov OEod odb« Eoruy, ch. iv. 2. They are 
dvrixovoror; their spirit is To mvevpa Tod 
dyrxpiorou, ch. iv. 8, of which the readers 
had heard that it should come, and it was 
in the world already. From much of this 
it might at first sight appear as if these 
dyrixp.oroe in their aggregate formed 6 
dyriyo.oroc. Buta nearer inspection will 
convince us that this cannot be so. [6] 
xXorordg and [6] adyrixptorog stand over 
against one another, and analogy requires 
that if the one be personal, the other should 
be also. And in ch. iv. 3 we are not told 
that merely the spirit is dyreypicrov, but 
that it is rod avriyoiorov, the personal 
reference being still kept. Again, we have 
Zoxerat, the present future of prophetic 
fixity, in both places, here and in ch. iv. 3, 
set against yeydvacty and éoriv: and the 
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verb itself, in its prophetic sense, one regu- 
larly used of Christ, as here of antichrist. 
So that our only refuge in order to con- 
sistent interpretation here, is to regard 
these dyrixotorot modXoi clothed with 
the attributes and having the spirit of 6 
adyrixptoroc, as being his forerunners, in 
the sense of 2 Thess. ii. 7, 76 yao puorn- 
poy On évepyetrar THC avopiag: mean- 
ing, as I have explained at length in the 
summary referred to above, that the anti- 
christian principle was then, as it is now, 
and will be in every age, working, realizing, 
and concentrating itself from time to time, 
in evil men and evil books and evil days, 
but awaiting its final development and 
consummation in [6] a@yrixorsroc, who 
shall personally appear before the coming 
of the Lord. In St. John’s time these 
avrixouoroe woAXot were to be seen in the 
early heretical teachers whose false and 
corrupting doctrine and practice was be- 
ginning to trouble the church. See again, 
Diisterdieck’s long and elaborate note, in 
which he has discussed all the difficulties 
of the subject. He in the main agrees 
with the conclusion given above; as do 
also De Wette, Liicke, Erdmann): from 
whence we know that it is the last time 
(these words are a formal statement of the 
connexion between the first and second 
members of the foregoing sentence, which 
without them it would be left for the 
reader to supply in his mind). 19.] 
These antichrists are designated as having 
been formerly attached to the Christian 
church, but never really members of it. 
They had not that communion with the 
Father and the Son in which the commu- 
nion of Christians with one another really 
consists, inasmuch as they deny the Father 
and the Son. They went out from among 
us, but they were not of us (it is plain 
that the prep. é§ must in this sentence be 
taken in two different meanings : first, with 
t£7\Oav, in the mere local reference, and 
even so our Lord Himself uses the expres- 
sion, John viii. 42, éyw yao é« rov Oeod 
joy cai jew, words which are varied, 
John xiii. 3, by a6, and xvi. 27 by 
mapa. And in xiii. 8, the local meaning 
is stamped as the true one by the addi- 
tion of kai mode rév Osdv iwdys. On 
the other hand, é« with elvan is very fre- 
quently used by our Apostle to denote that 
inner and vital dependence which betokens 
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orig: cf. John iii. 31, vii. 17, viii. 23, 
44, &e. It is clear then from this double 
meaning of 2%, that é#AOav 2& por 
should be rendered with Aug. and Bede, 
“ex nobis exierunt,” and not “ex nobis 
prodierunt,” as vulg. The idea of origin 
should be kept out of view, as necessarily 
not contained in the words, which are to 
be understood as Gc. and Thl., yeyovdrec 
paOnrai artornoay tig adnOsiac Kai 
idiacg BAacgnpiac eEedpov. Aug. and Bede 
illustrate their relation to the body of 
Christ by a homely but instructive com- 
parison: “ quandoquidem adhuc curatur 
corpus Domini nostri Jesu Christi, et sani- 
tas perfecta non erit nisi in resurrectione 
mortuorum; sic sunt in corpore Christi, 
quomodo humores mali. Quando evomun- 
tur, tune relevatur corpus: sic et mali 
quando exeunt, tunc relevatur ecclesia. Et 
dicit quando eos evomit atque projicit cor- 
pus, ex me exierunt humores isti, sed non 
erant ex me. Quid est, non erant ex me? 
Non de carne mea precisi sunt, sed pectus 
mihi premebant dum inessent.” Aug. in 
Ep. Joh. Tract. iii. 4. On this, see more 
below): for if they had been of us (é 
pov is emphatically prefixed), they would 
have remained with us (why the E. V. 
inserts “no doubt,” it is difficult to say. 
The sense is, if they had really belonged 
to our number, had been true servants of 
Christ, they would have endured, and would 
not have become ayrixyptoro: their very 
becoming so, proves the unreality of their 
Christian profession. This point is now 
brought out in what follows): but (the 
ellipsis is variously supplied: by é7\Oav 
from above; so the Syr., Bengel, Liicke, 
al.: by rovro memouncaowy, rerdvOacwv, 
as Cic., Thl.: “hoc factum est,” as Soci- 
nus: “hee facit Deus,” as Calvin. All 
these in fact come to the same, provided 
that we keep iva to its true telic meaning, 
which must imply a doer; and that doer, 
God. So that it will be better, as the 
divine purpose must be understood in the 
depth of the meaning, whatever be sup- 
plied, to take the simplest supplement, viz. 
the i&@av, which is already the ex- 
pressed verb of the sentence) in order that 
they may be made manifest, that all are 
not of us (the construction is a mixed one, 
compounded of two, 1) iva paveowOuow 
breove Noa 2 uay, and 2) iva pavepwOy 
Gre ovK eiciy wavrec t£ yuGy: and the 
meaning is, that by their example it may 
be made manifest that all [who are among 


us] are not of us. This is shewn by the 
change of tense from joay to eisiv: and 
by the impossibility of giving any adequate 
grammatical sense to the words on the 
other hypothesis, viz. that awavrec means 
“they all,” viz. the dyriyotoror. For, 
of the two ways in which the words have 
been taken, we have 1) that of the E. V. 
“that they were not all of us,” which 
leaves open the inevitable conclusion that 
some of them are of us. (cumenius indeed 
tries to make the distinction in another 
way,—rTovréore caradydor yévwyrae bre 
mavTn anndrdoTpiwyTar Huddy Kai pera 
TOV obNX NMETEQWY ToOcEKOAAHONCAY. Eloi 
yap Tivec év TovTotc Kai oby EE ype bv- 
rec, olc Ondtady ovviay éEavrode ot t& 
nuay teOdvrec.... nay yap amoppa- 
yévrec THY oikEiwy, tiddoLe EKoOAAHONCAY 
Toi¢ addoTpiotc yue@y. But this is mani- 
festly a mistake, and is in fact a confound- 
ing of 28 por siow with & poy &HdOar, 
which the Apostle expressly distinguishes. 
Then 2) we have the way proposed’ by 
Socinus, to take ob mdvrec for “nulli;” 
not “non omnes” but “omnes non :” in 
fact making od« belong to the predicate, 
sisiy && npwy, not to the subject, ravreg ; 
which is the case in Rom. iii. 20, 2& foywy 
vopuov ov OtcawOnoerat Taca capt. But 
it may fairly be replied here, that whereas 
in that passage there is no ambiguity what- 
ever, the words raoa odpé falling empha- 
tically at the end, here there would be 
every chance of the reader mistaking the 
meaning, no such stress lying on the wav- 
Tec as would lie if the arrangement were 
ov« sioiv && yay wayrec, or mavTec ovK 
ticiy && nuey. So that our only refuge 
seems to be, to believe that the Apostle 
makes their ¢avépwore the proof not that 
they were not of us, but that a/l are not 
of us, scil. who are commonly found among 
us. This is the rendering of the principal 
modern Commentators: cf. Liicke, De 
Wette, Diisterdieck, Huther. See on the 
sense, 1 Cor. xi. 19, dei yap Kai aipicec 
ty viv eivat, iva ot doktor pavepoi yé- 
ywvrar ty vpiv. It is not my inten- 
tion to go at length into the question as 
to the dogmatic consequences which have 
been deduced from this verse. It may be 
sufficient to refer my readers to the prin- 
cipal sources of the two antagonistic opi- 
nions as to the final perseverance [not of 
the elect, which is a truism, but] of those 
who have been once truly children of God. 
They will find the most complete state- 


Ooow 


ment of the predestinarian view as founded 
on our passage, in Augustine, De dono per- 
severantixw, § 19. 21, and De correptione 
et gratia, § 20. In the former passage he 
says, “ Hominibus videtur omnes qui boni 
apparent fideles perseverantiam usque in 
finem accipere debuisse. Deus autem me- 
lius esse judicavit, miscere quosdam non 
perseveraturos certo numero sanctorum, ut 
quibus non expedit in hujus vite ten- 
tatione securitas, non possint esse securi, 
1 Cor. x. 12.—Ex duobus autem piis cur 
huic donetur perseverantia usque in finem, 
ili autem non detur, inscrutabiliora sunt 
judicia Dei. Wud tamen fidelibus debet 
esse certissimum, hune esse ex preedesti- 
natis, illum non esse. Nam si fuissent ex 
nobis, ait unus predestinatorum, qui de 
pectore Domini bibebat hoc secretum, man- 
sissent utique nobiscum.” See also Calvin 
h. 1., who sums up all thus, “Quare non 
immerito dicit, ubi efficax est Dei vocatio, 
illic certam perseverantiam fore.” The 
other side is ably stated by Didymus [cited 
in Diisterd. |, whose conclusion is, “ Igitur, 
licet figurate dicta sint heee, attamen vo- 
luntariam necessitatem ostendunt, a quo- 
rum et cohabitatione que potest esse malis 
viris cum bonis abscesserint, dum vitio suo 
tales sint facti. Non igitur oportet intel- 
ligi contrarietatem hoc verbo significari 
naturarum.” The various opponents of 
the predestinarian view as such, have had 
recourse, as so often, to various unworthy 
artifices and untenable explainings away of 
words, to escape from the inference pressed 
on them. Thus Socinus and Episcopius lay 
stress on the fact that 2oay is imperfect, 
not perfect : “non enim Apostolus dicit an- 
tichristos illos nunquam antea vere Chris- 
tianos fuisse, sed tantum quod tum, vel 
jam antequam antichristos se esse profite- 
rentur, non erant ii, qui esse debebant,” 
&e. And so even Grot. [* qui ista crepi- 
tabant, jam deseruerant Christianam pro- 
fessionem . . . Si illi tune ex animo fuissent 
Christiani cum ista inciperent, non dese- 
ruissent coetus nostros” ]. Calov. again tries 
to escape from the inference, by making 
8 )@v apply not to Christians in general, 
but to the Apostles only. 

The best account of the whole matter 
is found in Diisterdieck’s long note, in 
which he has thoroughly gone over all the 
opinions and given his own conclusion. It 
is, in the main, as follows. The Apostle 
is speaking here not dogmatically but ethi- 
cally. As Didymus above, if there is a ne- 
cessity in the pevevyKeroay, it is a “ neces- 
sitas voluntaria.” As Aug. in his comm. 
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here (written sixteen years before the 
treatise De dono perseverantiz), “de vo- 
luntate sua quisque aut Antichristus, aut 
in Christo est. Aut in membris sumus, 
aut in humoribus malis. Qui se in melius 
commutat, in corpore membrum est: qui 
autem in malitia permanet, humor malus 
est: et quando exierit, relevabuntur qui 
premebantur.” We must take these words, 
ver. 19, in intimate connexion with the 
enunciation of this whole portion of the 
Epistle, ch.i.5—7. The object of this por- 
tion is, ch. i. 8, that ye may have fellowship 
with us, in that we have fellowship with the 
This aim penetrates 
all the warning and exhortation vv. 18—28. 
This fellowship depends on the walking in 
light, i.e. on knowledge of the truth as 
regards ourselves and God, and love to 
God and the brethren. He who departs 
from the truth, he who loves not God and 
the brethren, belongs not to this fellow- 
ship, and shews that he belongs not to it. 
If he had belonged to it, he would have 
held fast his walk in the light, as shewn by 
these indications. This is the human side, 
on which our passage regards the act and 
fact. There is also a divine side. They 
who attain eternal life are given by the 
Father to the Son, and no man can come 
to the Son except the Father draw him 
[John vi. 37, 44, 65, xvii. 6], and such 
are kept by God [ib. xvii.11]; but also we 
read that they believe on the Son, receive 
the word of the Son, and keep themselves 
[John vi. 40, xvii. 6 f., i. 12, James i. 27]. 
And so again on the other side, they who 
remain at last excluded from eternal life, 
are thus excluded not only by God’s de- 
cree, but by their own evil choice and will. 
The words cited above, John vi. 65, were 
spoken by our Lord with direct reference 
to the traitor Judas: but on the other 
hand St. John gives notices of the ethical 
development of Judas which leaves no 
doubt that his depravity went hand in 
hand with God’s judgment on him. Judas 
was covetous: his heart was inclined to 
mammon ; hence he understood not the 
love of Mary when she anointed Jesus 
with her precious ointment: he grudged 
his Lord this token of love: he eould not 
abide with Christ, because he shut his 
heart through greed, through love of the 
world, against the love of Christ; for the 
knowledge of the Lord, faith in Him, 
fellowship with Him, are all summed up 
in Love. Thus we see that in the rejec- 
tion, as in the acceptance of eternal life, 
the two factors, God’s will and man’s will, 
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are to be regarded in their ethical con- 
nexion only. In order to that know- 
ledge of God, which is eternal life, man 
must be taught of God [John vi. 45]: but 
man must also learn of God. And the 
more St. John sets forth the essential 
nature of this knowledge of God and Jesus 
Christ as ethical, the more does he re- 
cognize, in putting forward God’s will in 
the matter, man’s will also. Christ is the 
Saviour of the whole world, ch. ii. 2, iv. 4. 
But in the personal appropriation of this 
universal salvation, not all really take it 
to themselves,—and many, who have taken 
it, fall away again, because they do not 
keep the grace given, do not abide in 
Christ, do not walk in the light. This 
last is by no means denied by St. John 
when he says “if they had been of us they 
would have remained with us.” The 
words set forth an ideal [dy, not ye or a 
similar particle] similar to that in ch. ii. 
5, iii. 9, v. 18. As in no one of those 
places can the Apostle possibly mean, that 
a true believer, one really born of God, has 
perfect love to God and cannot sin [for 
what then would ch. ii. 1 mean ? ],—so 
neither here can he mean that whoever 
once inwardly and truly belongs to the 
communion of believers cannot by any pos- 
sibility fall from it. I have abridged Diis- 
terd.’s remarks, and thereby, I fear, not 
increased their perspicuity. Those who 
are able [and I would hope, for the sake of 
English theology, that this number is daily 
increasing | should by all means give some 
days to the thorough study of them). 

20, 21.] The Apostle puts them in mind, 
in an apologetic form, of the truth which 
they as Christians possessed, and the very 
possession of which, not the contrary, was 
his reason for thus writing to them. This 
reminiscence carries at the same time with 
it the force of an exhortation, as so many 
of the ideal statements on Christian per- 
fection in our Epistle. What they havein 
the ideal depth of their Christian life, that 
they ought to have in living and working 
reality. And (hardly as Liicke, logically 
adversative to what preceded : so De Wette 
(aber), and many others. Huther ascribes 
this interpretation virtually to Diister- 
dieck, but wrongly: for the latter keeps 
«al in its simple copulative meaning, and 
only asserts that what adversative meaning 
there is consists in the sense, not in the 
outward expression. “John,” he says, 
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“denotes only the passage to a new parti- 
cular, without distinctly marking its adver- 
sative relation to the last ”) ye (expressed 
as emphatic: see above) have an anoint- 
ing (xptopa is properly the oil or oint- 
ment with which the anointing takes place, 
not the act itself of anointing. For this 
we have in English no word adequate to 
the necessity of the passage: “unguent” 
is the nearest approach, but is still inade- 
quate. It is certain that in later Greek 
there arose a considerable confusion be- 
tween verbal nouns in -va and their cog- 
nates in -ovc. Thus in Exod. xxix., the 
éXatov Tov xpioparoc, ver. 7, becomes the 
EXawov Tig xoloewc, in ver. 21. On the 
meaning, see below) from the Holy One 
(viz. from Christ, the dicacoc of our ver. 1, 
the ayvéc of ch. iti. 3, the dyto¢g of Acts 
iii. 14, and dytoc row Oe0d of John vi. 69: 
cf. also Rey. iii. 18, where the Laodicean 
church is counselled to buy of Christ roh- 
AYpiov éyxpicar Tode bP9adpodc¢ cov iva 
Brérnco. This is agreed to by almost all 
Commentators: even Socinus says that 
the Apostle “de Deo simul et Christo 
loqui, non secus ac si ambo una tantum 
persona essent :” and Schlichting concedes 
that the words may be understood of 
Christ), and know all things (the full and 
perfect knowledge of Christian truth is 
the ideal completion of those who have 
this anointing. This of course must not 
be understood as actually predicated of 
these readers: but the expression explains 
itself as referring to all things needful for 
right action in the matter under con- 
sideration: q. d. wavra ravra. So most 
Commentators. “Quod autem omnia 
dicit novisse, non universaliter capi, sed ad 

resentis loci circumstantiam restringi 
debet,” Calv. See note on John xvi. 13: 
cf. also 1 Cor. i. 5, viii. 1; Eph. i. 18; 
Col. ii. 2. Some understand, all things 
necessary to Christian life and godliness : 
so Cic., Wolf, Bengel, Neander: “ quae ut 
homines a Spiritu Sancto uncti doctique 
tum ad salutem, tum ad cavendos illos 
seductorum et antichristorum errores scire 
debetis,” Wolf. But now the question re- 
curs, What is this yptoua, and what leads 
the Apostle to use this peculiar expression 
here? ‘The reply to the latter question is 
probably, as Bengel, “ Alludit appellatio 
chrismatis ad antichristi nomen, ex op- 
posito.” The Apostle sets his readers, as 
xXosrodc, anointed of God, over against 
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the dvriyptorot. Then as to the nature 
of the yoioua, we can hardly fail to be 
right in interpreting it of the Holy Ghost. 
For “ Christ received the Holy Ghost with- 
out measure [John iii. 34]: on Him the 
Holy Ghost abode [ib. i. 33]: God éyo.cer 
abroyv rvevpare ayip [Acts x. 38]. Christ 
baptizeth with the Holy Ghost [John i. 
33]: He sends the Holy Ghost, who takes 


of His and shews it to believers [John ~ 


xv. 26, xvi. 14, Acts ii. 33]. And seeing 
that the Son hath all which the Father 
hath, the Father is said to send forth the 
Spirit of His Son into the hearts of His 
children [Gal. iv. 6: ef. Eph. iii. 16, Phil. 
i. 19, 2 Cor. iii. 17 ff.], and this, at the 
prayer, in the name, through the media- 
tion, of the Son [John xiv. 16, xvi. 7 f.]: 
the Father anoints believers by giving them 
his Spirit [2 Cor. i. 21 f.], as He has 
anointed the Son with the Holy Ghost. 
And hence the Spirit, which we have re- 
ceived, is the token that we are in the 
Father [ch. iii. 24], and in the Son [iii. 
27), that we are children of God [Rom. 
viii. 14 ff, Gal. iv. 6]. The Holy Ghost 
teaches the faithful the truth and keeps 
them in it: that truth, in the knowledge of 
which they have eternal life, having there- 
by the Father and the Son.” Diisterdieck, 
p- 354 f. This anointing, by virtue of 
which they are Christ’s and the Father’s, 
and without which a man is none of Christ’s 
[ Rom. viii. 14, 9], in respect of which they 
are xotorot, the avriyproroe attack in its 
very root, and would rob them of, thereby 
severing them from the Son and from the 
Father: from light and truth and life. 
And this very ypiopa is the means and 
weapon whereby they must be detected 
and resisted. As regards the custom of 
anointing in baptism, see note on ver. 26). 

21.] I did not write to you (see 
on éypapa above, vy. 13, 14. It may 
refer either to what has immediately pre- 
ceded, or to the whole Epistle: here pro- 
bably to the immediately preceding) be- 
cause ye know not the truth, but because 
ye know it, and because no lie is of the 
truth (i.e. coupling the fact of your know- 
ledge of the truth with the fact that no lie 
is of the truth, I wrote to supply the link 
between these two, to point out to you the 
lie and the liar, that you might at once act 


on that your knowledge of the truth, and 
not listen to them that deceive you. Thus 
we keep étt and kal dtu correlative. So 
Justiniani, Schlichting, and Neander: but 
almost all the expositors take the second 
ért as dependent on oidare, “because ye 
know the truth, and [also know] that no 
lie, &c.” So Aug., Bede, Erasmus, Grot., 
Calvin, Luther, Estius, Corn.-a-lap., So- 
cinus, Episcopius, Wolf, Whitby, Ham- 
mond, Liicke, Baumg.-Crus., De Wette, 
Sander, Diisterd., Huther, and many 
others. But this surely does violence to 
the construction : 6tt otdare avTHy, Kal Ott 
... ovK éoTtv. Ore twice repeated, and 
each time with an indicative verb, surely 
must be kept to one and the same mean- 
ing in both clauses. Nor does the sense 
gain any thing, as Diisterd. maintains. For 
their knowing the truth and their knowing 
that no lie is of the truth, the one a cog- 
nition of God and His Son, the other a 
mere apprehension of a truism, are no 
logical correlatives, nor can be concurrent 
reasons for the Apostle’s writing : whereas 
the two facts, the one, their knowing the 
truth, the other, that no lie belongs to 
that truth, are concurrent reasons for the 
Apostle’s writing: viz. that he may set 
plainly before them what the lie is, that 
they may at once discern their entire 
alienation from it. And this accordingly 
he proceeds to doin the next verse. As re- 
gards the construction of ray Wstdoc.... 
ov« écriv, it is not, as so many of the 
Commentators, a Hebraism, but merely 
that common one of attaching the negative 
to the predicate, instead of to the subject. 
mav WsvOog [every lie] && rig adnOsiacg 
ov« ory [is excluded from being of the 
truth }). 22.) Who is the liar? 
(the question passes from the abstract 
To wWevdocg to the concrete 6 wWevorie. 
“ Quis est illius mendacii reus P”? as Ben- 
gel. The Apostle proceeds to identify the 
utterer of the wWetvdoc of which he has 
just spoken. We have a similar question 
in ch. y. 4, 5: where after describing the 
victory that overcometh the world, he 
rejoins rig gory 6 wey K.7.Dd. £b py) 6, 
as here. Some have neglected the article 
altogether; so Luther, and the E. V.; 
others have given it merely the force of 
pointing out as “insigne :” so Calv. [nisi 
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hoe censeatur mendacium, aliud nullum 
haberi posse” ], Seb.-Schmidt; Socin. 
[“mendacium, quo nihil possit esse ma- 
jus” ], De Wette [< dieje Srrlehre gilt dem 
Up. flatt aller, fdeint ihm alle andern 
eingujdlieBen’]. So also Liicke, and Hu- 
ther. But there can be little doubt that 
the 6 refers as above to the preceding 
wWevdoc), but (“if not:” so e uy in ref. 
and Luke xvii. 18, Rom. xi. 15, 1 Cor. ii. 
11, 2 Cor. ii. 2) he that denieth that Jesus 
is the Christ (lit. “denieth [to the effect] 
that Jesus is not the Christ.” “This ea- 
cepting si un,” says Kihner, Gram. ii. p. 
561, “is frequently found after ri [ = ri 
a Xo |], and also after obdeic GANoc. Hom. 
hymn. Cer. 78, obd¢ ric dddog airtoc 
aBavarow, ei wr vepenyepéita Leve: 
Aristoph. Eq. 1106, pydévy GAN, ci py 
éoOie: Xen. Cic. ix. 1, ri 0é, ei py w7- 
loxveEtTo ye emtmedynoeoOa; Cf. Cyr. i. 4. 
13.” So the Greeks often, bringing out 
more distinctly the negative proposition 
involved in the verb of negation,—so De- 
mosth. p. 871: wo 6’ ob« éxeivog éyeuip- 
yee THY yHv, obK HObvar. apvnOnvat,— 
or prohibition,—so Herod. iii. 128, Aapeiog 
amayooeve bpiy py Sopupopéery "Opoirea. 
See Kiihner, Gram. ii. p. 410. On the mean- 
ing, see below)? This (the Pevorhe just 
described ; 6 apvotpevog &c. below being 
appositional, and an additional consequence 
from his former denial) is the antichrist 
(on the personal interpretation, see above, 
ver. 18. 06 dyvriyp. is obviously here used 
not as predicating the one person in whom 
the character shall be finally and centrally 
realized, but as setting forth identity of 
character with him, and participation in the 
same development of the antichristian prin- 
ciple. Nor is this, as Huther characterizes 
it, a “willfurlice Umbdeutung und Crz 
gangzung,” but something of the kind must 
be understood, whichever way antichrist be 
taken, collective or personal), who de- 
nieth the Father and the Son (it is im- 
plied then, that the denying Jesus to be the 
Christ, is equivalent to denying the Father 
and the Son. And this the Apostle care- 
fully asserts in the next verse). Every one 
that denieth the Son, neither hath he the 
Father (the ov8¢ is exclusive and cli- 
macteric; not only hath he denied the 
Vou. IV. 


Son, but he cannot hold, possess the 
Father): he that confesseth the Son hath 
also the Father. As nearly the whole of 
this Epistle, so especially such an assertion 
as this, formed a battle-field for the old ra- 
tionalists. Some of the early Commenta- 
tors and Fathers imagining that Jewish 
error was indicated by the denying that 
Jesus is the Christ, the idea has been again 
taken up by Semler, al., and pressed in the 
anti-trinitarian interest. Grot., Socinus, 
Episcopius, all evade the Apostle’s words 
by inadequate or far-fetched interpreta- 
tions, understanding the expressions in ver. 
23, of not obeying the teaching, not follow- 
ing the example, &c. of the Son, and by 
consequence of the Father. But the deeper 
and truer meaning of the Apostle’s words 
has been recognized by all the better Com- 
mentators, with some variations from one 
another. While some, as Beza, Calov., 
Seb.-Schmidt, mark perhaps too precisely 
the doctrinal character of the words, others, 
as Liicke and De Wette, make their force 
consist too much in an ideal and economi- 
cal relation between the divine Persons. 
Still all are agreed, that that which is 
spoken of is the revelation of the Father by 
the Son only, and that he who rejects this 
in its fulness rejects all that can be known 
of the real essence and nature of the Father 
Himself; “nempe quia Deus se totum 
nobis in Christo fruendum dedit,” as Cal- 
vin. “The antichrists denied that Jesus, 
the definite Person whom the Apostles had 
seen, heard, and handled, is the Christ. 
In whatever sense this denial is to be 
taken,—the Apostle speaks merely of the 
fact, as known to the readers ;—at all 
events there is involved in it a denial of 
the Son of God; because it is only as the 
incarnate Son of God [ch. iv. 2], that Jesus 
is the Christ. And in the denial of the Son 
is involved necessarily the denial of the 
Father, since the Father cannot be known 
without the Son, and the Father cannot be 
perceived, believed on, loved, by any man, 
without the Son, or otherwise than through 
the Son, i.e. the Son manifested in the 
flesh, the Christ, which is, Jesus. So that 
in St. John’s development of the argu- 
ment there are three essentially connected 
points : denial of the sa of the Son, of 
H 
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the denial of the Son of God, shews how 
the denial of the Father is of necessity 
involved in the denial of Christ. And the 
cogency of this proof is made yet more 
stringent by another equally unavoidable 
process of argument. The antichristian 
false doctrine consists mainly in a negation, 
in the denying of the fundamental Christian 
truth, that Jesus is the Christ. But in 
this is involved the denial of the essence 
of the Son as well as of the Father, and 
again in this denial is involved the losing, 
the virtual not-having of the Son and 
of the Father. In the sense of St. John, 
we may say, taking the first and last steps 
of his argument and leaving out the inter- 
vening ones: He who denieth that Jesus 
is the Christ, hath not the Father. And 
this necessary connexion between denying 
and not having, is perfectly clear, the mo- 
ment we understand the ethical character, 
the living realism, of St. John’s way of 
regarding the subject. As (ver. 23) we 
cannot separate the knowledge and confes- 
sion of the Christ, the Son, the Father, 
from the having, the real possession of, 
the practical fellowship with, the actual 
remaining in the Son and the Father, so 
conversely, together with the denial is 
necessarily given the not-having ; together 
with the loss of the truth of the know- 
ledge, the loss of the life which consists in 
that knowledge (John xvii. 3). In such a 
connexion, the confession of the truth is 
as essential on the one side, as the denial 
on the other. Each is the necessary ma- 
nifestation of the belief or unbelief hidden 
in the heart, And this édyodoyeiv is not 
to be understood of the ‘confessio cordis, 
vocis et operis’ (Bede), but only as ch. i. 
9, of the confession of the mouth (ordpare 
opodoyrira, Rom. x. 9, see John xii. 42). 
It is parallel with géipay dudaynv, 2 John 
7, 10; and indicates the definite utterance 
of the doctrine which was made known by 
the apostolic preaching, ver. 24.” Diister- 
dieck. 24, 25.| Hwhortation to per- 
severance in the truth delivered to them, 
and statement of the promise connected 
with it: connected with the foregoing 
by the opodoyeivy, as involving an 
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dxovcar: see the concluding sentence of 
Diisterd. above.—Ye (the tpeis stands 
alone, serving to mark more distinctly 
the change of person. We have a similar 
anacoluthon in ver. 27. Kihner, Gram. ii. 
p- 156, says: “the word which exceeds in 
significance the other members of the sen- 


‘tence, is sometimes with rhetorical em- 


phasis not only put at the beginning of 
the sentence, but also expressed in a form 
calculated to shew that it is the subject 
underlying the whole sentence, although 
the grammatical structure would require 
another and dependent case. So Plato 
Cratyl. p. 408, a, 6 dé“ Acdne, of 7odXoi perv 
pot Soxovory adodapBdvev td aedic 
Tmoocevpio0ar rym dvopate rovTw: and 
ib. p. 404, Ileocégarra dé, wodXol piv 
kai rovro goBovyTrar Td dvopa.” Some 
however explain the position of wdpeic 
here by a trajection: so Bengel, “ anti- 
theton est in pronomine, ideo adhibetur 
trajectio ;” and so Beza, Socinus, and even 
De Wette. But the other is more pro- 
bable),—let that which ye heard from 
the beginning, abide in you (i.e. not 
merely as Thl., @vAdrrere wap’ éavToic, 
but as in ch. iii. 9, owéppa abrod ty airy 
péver, the truth respecting the Father and 
the Son once heard is regarded as a seed, 
dropt in and abiding in the man. da dp- 
x‘js, necessarily bound here to the subjects 
of nKovcare, just as it is necessarily bound 
in ch. i. 1, to the subject of 7v,—as Beza, 
“ Ex quo institui ccepistis in primis chris- 
tiane religionis rudimentis”). If that 
which ye heard from the beginning 
abide (aor. in the sense of the futurus 
exactus, “shall have abode.” The re- 
sult in the apodosis will be brought about 
by the accumulative accomplishment of the 
supposition) in you, ye also (on your part ; 
vicissim, as Bengel. If it abide in you, 
ye too shall abide .. ..) shall abide in 
the Son and in the Father (here again the 
rationalizing Commentators, Socinus, Gro- 
tius, Hammond, Semler, have endeavoured 
to explain away the close personal relation 
and immanence in God expressed by the 
Apostle’s words : ita cum Patre et Filio 
conjunctum esse, ut bonorum ab utroque 
proficiseentium quis sit particeps,” Socinus, 
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—and similarly Semler: “summo eorum fa- 
vore et amicitia fruemini,” Grot., Hamm. 
But here as every where else, they entirely 
miss the sense. He in whom abides the 
message of life in Christ which he has 
heard, not only has received the tidings 
of that life, but is transformed into the 
likeness of Him whose seed he has taken 
. into him : is become a new creation: and 
the element in which and by which he 
lives and acts is even He in whom and 
by whom this new life comes, even Christ 
the Son of God. And thus living in the 
Son, he lives in the Father also : for Christ 
the Son of God is the manifestation and 
effulgence of the Father, himself abiding 
ever in the Father, as His people abide in 
Him. See the same truth declared John 
vi. 56; xv. 1 ff.; xvii. 23 [Eph. iii. 17; 
1 Cor. iii. 16; vi. 17]). Amd («ai is the 
simple copula: not put airioAoytKwc, as 
(Ke., Thi.) this is the promise (the pre- 
ceding pevetre naturally carried the mind 
onwards into the future. The result of 
that abiding will be the fulfilment, not 
only in partial present possession but in 
complete future accomplishment, of Christ’s 
promise tous. This taking up again and 
explaining of something expressed [see ch. 
ii. 23, v. 11] or implied [see ch. i. 5, iv. 
21, v. 14] before, is often found in our 
Apostle’s style) which He Himself (Christ ; 
ef. 6 dknkéapev TEpi TOU NOyou Tic Cwijc, 
ch.i. 1: cf. abr, ver. 8; adrov, ver. 27; 
avr@, ver. 28) promised to us (in many 
passages of the Gospel: e. g., John iii. 15 ; 
iv. 14; vi. 40, 47, 57 ; xi. 25, 26 ; xvii. 2, 3), 
eternal life (accus. instead of nom., by a 
common attraction of the subject of the 
sentence into the case of the relative clause: 
“urbem quam statuo vestra est.” The 
fact of Zwnv aiwmoyv being put in logical 
apposition with éwayyeAia must not make 
us suppose, that érayyedia means the 
thing promised. The aor. érnyyeiaro 
plainly enough shews that érayy. 1s to be 
taken in its usual sense of a spoken pro- 
mise. Then, when the purport of this 
promise comes to be explained, it is not 
«that we should inherit eternal life,” but, 
instead, the subject of the spoken promise 
is expressed, as very commonly in ordinary 
discourse. “ He promised me such or such 
a price” is a case in point), 26, a 
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Conclusion of the section concerning anti- 
christ. These things I wrote to you con- 
cerning them that deceive you (ratra, 
the whole since ver. 18. The pres. part. 
ami\avavtwv describes the occupation, the 
endeavour of the antichrists: what result 
it had had, is not expressed: some result 
seems implied by ver. 19). And you (the 
same anacoluthon rhetoricum as in ver. 
24: again setting his believing readers in 
marked contrast to the deceivers just men- 
tioned),—the anointing which ye re- 
ceived from Him (Christ, ver. 25: see 
above, ver. 20; as also on xotopa) abideth 
in you (“habet hic indicativus perquam 
subtilem exhortationem, conferendam ad 
2 Tim. iii. 14.” Bengel), and (“et ideo,” 
Beng.) ye have no need that any one 
teach you (the constr. = ypsiay éyere 
Tov dwacKey wyac, Heb. v. 12, or that 
with the simple infin., Matt. iii. 14, xiv. 
16, al. See reff. and John xvi. 30. The 
tva in such cases cannot be pressed to its 
telic meaning ; rather we should say that 
the clause beginning with tva is epexege- 
tical of the verb preceding. Some Com- 
mentators have understood the diacKew 
of the teaching of the antichrists: so 
Corn,-a-lap., “non est necesse ut pseudo- 
apostoli et heretici vos doceant veram 
fidem et. doctrinam :” so Semler, Sander, 
al.: but manifestly from want of appre- 
hension of the Apostle’s meaning. His 
assertions here are so many delicate exhor- 
tations, veiled under the declaration of 
their true ideal state of unction with the 
Holy Spirit who guides into all truth. If 
that unction were abiding in them in all 
its fulness, they would have no need for 
his or any other teaching. And in what 
is said, he does not indeed say that it is 
not abiding in them; but the contrary, 
thus reminding them what their real state 
is): but (contrast to the ob yoeiay éyere) 
as his anointing teacheth you concern- 
ing all things (if we read r6 adrd, it isnot, 
as Bengel, “semper idem, sibi constans :” 
but marks merely the identity of the anoint- 
ing which they once received with that 
which was now abiding in them. On the 
reading, see the Digest. Our dWaone: vpa¢ 
mepi tavrwy is parallel to odnynhoet vag 
sic macav Tv adnderav, John xvi. 13. 
Two ways are open to us of taking what 
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follows. Hither 1) cai ddnOéc tor rat 
ob« oti wW., kai Kabwc edidakey ipac 
is all part of the protasis, which begins 
with we above, and the apodosis begins 
with pévere,—or 2) the apodosis to we 
k.7.A. is Kai adXnGéc éoriy kK. od« E. ., and 
then comes a new protasis, «. raBwe é0. 
vp., with its apodosis pévere «.r.A. The 
former view is taken by Cc. and Thl., by 
Liicke, De Wette, Neander, Diisterdieck, 
al.: the latter by Luther, Calv., Baumg.- 
Crus., Sander, Briickner, Huther, and 
indeed most Commentators. If we take 
the former, we must regard rai ad. &. xk. 
ov« @ ww. as a parenthetical insertion, 
stamping the character of the duday1 zept 
mdvrwy just mentioned, and then «al 
raQac &0. dp. as a resumption, slightly 
varied, of wo... dwWaonee dp. before. 
To this it is objected, that it is harsh, and 
not so like St. John’s style as the other: 
that ea@we does not naturally resume wc, 
nor cai, d\Ad,—nor the aor. édidaéev the 
pres. dwWdoxer: that wepi dyvrwy in the 
former clause has no correspondent in 
pévere tv adr@p in the latter. But it is 
answered on the other side, that these 
divergences from the former expression 
are entirely in accordance with the vivid 
and rapid movement of the thought in the 
Apostle’s style, and cannot in any way 
tend to obscure the connexion. The 
adda above was occasioned by the pre- 
ceding od yoriay Eyere iva, whereas the 
rai before cafwe seems to take up again 
the construction broken by the parenthesis 
k. dX. ... b Again caQve, the fuller 
and more precise conjunction, not only 
repeats but enforces the we above. And 
the change of the pres. dace: into the 
aor. édidakey is no objection, but a re- 
commendation, to this view. For by it 
we have, as so often in St. John’s repe- 
titions, a new side of the subject brought 
out: viz. the absolute historical fact, that 
at a certain time this teaching came to 
them from Christ, viz. when they heard 
the apostolic preaching: so that the we 
dWaonet, its enduring teaching, is not only 
taken up again but placed in a new light, 
by its commencement being referred to. 


om last Kau 


And as to the last objection, which is 
Huther’s, of there being in the resumption 
no member corresponding to wep ravTwy, 
it seems to me to amount to nothing. The 
correspondent member would be found not 


in the apodosis, peveire or pévere,—but 


in the resumption of the protasis: and 
there it may be well understood to be 
implied in édidaéev, there being no reason 
why it should be again expressed. But 
against the second view there are weightier 
objections. First, the cai before adnOéc 
is in this case no natural introduction to 
an apodosis. Huther compares it with 
the «ai before dpeic in ver. 24: but that, 
giving [see there] the sense of “ye too,” 
is quite another thing. Here, there is no 
mutual correspondence, and the cai merely 
drags on the ear. Then, the apodosis thus 
introduced is no logical apodosis: “as it 
teaches you concerning all things, [so] it 
is true and is not a lie,” is not a connected 
judgment: its being true and not a lie 
may be an authoritative assertion inserted 
by way of reminding, but cannot be a 


logical inference from its teaching being — 


universal ; for universal teaching may be 
false, as well as true. For these reasons 
I prefer, and adopt the former rendering), 
—and is true, and is nota lie (what is 
true, and not a lie ? the anointing itself, or 
that which it teaches about all things P 
(ic. and Thi. understand the latter: d\n- 
Oéc yap gore x. ode EaTe Wevdog 6 Snrovre 
idakey tude. But the construction 
seems to require the other view: adnéc is 
instrict concord with7é yviopa, and to sup- 
ply rd diWacképevoy would be very harsh. 
And this is quite correspondent to the fact 
that the Spirit who is this anointing, is the 
Spirit of Truth [John xiv. 17] and there- 
fore leads into all truth [ib. xvi. 13]. As 
Diisterd. remarks, “The chrisma which 
abides in and teaches believers, is essen- 
tially true, is not a lie, and hence nothing 
can come from it which is a lie”’),—and 
even as He (or, it? so Erasmus, para- 
phrasing ypiopa by ‘ Spiritus’ and adding 
“perseveretis in eo quod Ile vos semel 
docuit ;” and so Diisterd.: but the change 
to the aor. seems necessarily to refer to 
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Christ as the subject,—the dyto¢ from 
whom the ypiopa came, and who is ever 
in the Writer’s mind, a subject ever ready 
to be supplied) taught you, abide in Him 
(or, “in 2,” as Erasmus ? or, in that which 
it teaches, as Baumg.-Crus.? Neither of 
these: for the pévete év att@ is imme- 
diately after repeated, and the reference 
of adr fixed, by what follows, to be to 
Christ. [But I see that Estius, holding 
it improbable that this air@ refers to 
Christ, makes that also to mean “in eo 
quod doctum fuerat :” supplying “ Christ” 
as a subject before ¢aveowO7. | 
As regards wévere, Huther, who upholds 
this reading, takes it as indicative here, and 
imperative in the next verse. But, apart 
from the arbitrariness of such a distinction, 
would it be quite true or according to the 
Apostle’s way of asserting as existent the 
ideal Christian state of hisreaders? ‘True, 
he does assert that the chrisma pévee in 
them, and from that abiding, important 
consequences are hortatively deduced: one 
of the most important of which is, the en- 
during and ultimate abiding in Christ. 
Therefore I much prefer taking pévere im- 
perative. The reading peveire is variously 
understood: by Socinus, Corn.-a-lap., Es- 
tius, Lorinus, Semler, al., as an impera- 
tive: by others as a pure future: so Beza, 
“mihi videtur omnino seryanda futuri 
propria significatio ut est optime spe- 
rantis :” and Bengel, “vim consolandi et 
hortandi habet hoc futurum.” But see 
Digest). 28.] Conclusion of this part 
of the Epistle: forming also a transition 
to the next part: see below. And now 
(by kal viv, the preceding considerations 
are linked on to the exhortation regarding 
present practice which follows: see reff. 
On adda viv, viv 08, viv ody see Diister- 
dieck’s note), little children (the affec- 
tionate repetition of recvia binds this on 
to ver. 18, and to, the 6 0& roy 76 OE- 
Ana Tow Veod pever sig Toy aidva, ver. 
17), abide in Him (“repetitio est pracepti 
cum blanda appellatione, qua paternum 
erga eos amorem declaret,” Estius. ait, 
Christ : as before, ver. 27: but here even 
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more decidedly,—pace Estii, see above: 
and against the Socinian interpreters) : in 
order that if He should be manifested 
(in case of His second coming taking place. 
The édv differs from dray, in marking, not 
time but reality only. We may supply, 
“in our time :” but it is better to leave it 
unsupplied), we (observe that he changes 
to the communicative way of speaking. 
This was not a matter in which Apostle 
and converts, teacher and hearer, were se- 
parate: but one in which all had a share: 
viz. the Christian hope of standing before 
the Lord with joy at His coming. This is 
far the most likely reason, and not as 
Seb.-Schmidt, mere modesty, still less, as 
Sander, because the failure of any of his 
rexvia at that day would be a detraction 
from his full apostolic reward: for the re- 
lation between shepherd and flock, mi- 
nister and people, is not in question here) 
may have confidence (arappyata, subjec- 
tive: not freedom of speech, but confi 
dence,—see note on Heb. iii, 6; and the 
reff. Cf. also Suicer, sub voce), and may 
not shrink with shame from Him (the 
amr in am abvrov, expresses the flying 
from His presence, which the shame in 
aioxvv0dpev would suggest: see reff. 
[Hammond renders, “turn with shame 
from Him.”] It is not equivalent to ca- 
ram, as many Commentators: nor to bd, 
as Socinus: nor to both of these together, 
as Sander, who however quotes wopevec0 
an’ éuov, Matt. xxv. 41: nor can the 
words mean, as Erasmus thought, “ut 
illum non pudeat nostri.” “He who has 
not abode in the Lord [év adr], will flee 
from Him [azm’ adrov] with shame and 
confusion when He appears.” Diisterd.) 
at His coming (Bengel remarks, “ Epis- 
tolam igitur hance prius scripsisse videtur 
quam apocalypsin, in qua demum adventus 
magis est dilatus.” On this, see Prolego- 
mena). 

II, 29—V. 5.] THE: SECOND GREAT 
DIVISION OF THE HpistLE: the doing of 
righteousness, the sign of new birth from 
God: the opposite, the sign of not being 
of God. This main subject, enunciated in 
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verse 29, is carried onward throughout, 
and more especially with reference to 
brotherly love, which is the great and ob- 
vious example of likeness to God, and its 
absence the most decisive proof of aliena- 
tion from Him. The various subdivisions 
see, as the exegesis proceeds. II. 29 
—IIL. 3.] Connected with the principle 
enounced ii. 29, is its obvious application 
to ourselves, as children of God. Hoping 
as we do to be entirely like Christ at 
His appearing, each one of us, in pur- 
suance of this hope, is even now approxi- 
mating to this perfect likeness by puri- 
fying himself even as He is pure. 

29.] If ye know (appeal to their recog- 
nition of the divine character as that which 
he describes it) that He is righteous (of 
whom is this said? If of Christ, as seems 
most natural after avrov .... abrov pre- 
ceding, we find a difficulty in 2 adrov 
yeyévynta below, seemg that we are 
never said to be born anew of Christ, but 
always of God [through Christ], ch. iii. 
1, 9; iv.7; v.1,4,18 &e. If on the other 
hand they are said of God, it seems strange 
that after a change of reference from the 
preceding avrov, another subject should 
be expressed in ch. iii. 1 by the words 6 
aarno. In consequence of these difficulties, 
some, as Storr, Liicke, al., have referred 
Sixatée éorw to Christ, and & adrod to 
God ; which cannot well be. It would be 
possible, doubtless, to understand the whole 
of Christ, without change of subject from 
ver. 28; and to leave the yeyéyynrat t 
avrov as we find it. If it occurs no where 
else in reference to Christ, there is in it 
nothing abhorrent from our Christian ideas. 
And in St. John’s sense of the intimate 
union between the Father and Son, he 
who is born of the Father might be said 
to be born of the Son also. Another reason 
for this might be the easily occurring 
reference, in diraidg toriv, to "Incovy 
Xororoy dikaoy, ver. 1. This view is 
taken by Bengel, Corn.-a-lap., Lorinus, al. 
But after all, the other, which is that of 
most ancient expositors, of Baumg.-Crus., 
De Wette, Neander, Diisterdieck, al., must, 
I apprehend, be adopted. The analogy of 
the passage, as shewn in ch. iii. 1, 2, 9, 10, 
fixes the & avrov yeyévynrat to birth from 
God: and the absence of a new expressed 


subject in dicatd¢ éorty must be accounted 
for by remembering that this verse, as 
ch. i. 5, is the opening, and general state- 
ment, of a new section of the Epistle. 
And the essential unity of the Father and 
the Son comes in on this side also: so that 
the judgment alluded to ver. 28, which 
shall be executed by the Son, being judg- 


ment committed to Him by the Father, 


brings to mind the justice and righteous- 
ness in which that judgment is founded. 

The whole subject of the righteous- 
ness of God is fully treated by Diisterd. in 
his note here. The definition which seems 
to him to express it most fully, is that of 
Hollaz, one of the best of the old Lutheran 
dogmatists [died 1713],—in his Examen 
theologicum,—* Justitia Dei est attribu- 
tum divinum évepynricéy, vi cujus Deus 
omnia que zterne su legi sunt conformia, 
vult et agit; creaturis convenientes leges 
prescribit, promissa facta hominibus im- 
plet, bonos remuneratur et impios punit”’) : 
ye know (many, as vulg., which Aug., 
Bede, and the R.-C. expositors follow, also 
Luth., Calv., Socin., Episcop., Grot., 
Carpzov., Liicke, Sander, al., take ywwo- 
oxete as imperative. But the whole tone 
of the Epistle is against this: which is one 
not of authoritative revelation of truth, 
but of inferring ethical truth from pre- 
viously known theosophic facts. And with 
such a tone it is much more consonant to 
say, “If ye know the one, ye know—that 
knowledge sets forth and assumes—the 
other :” than to say, “If ye know the one, 
know the other.” Not to insist, that 
y'v@orety is more the apprehension, eidnre 
the possession, of knowledge; if ye are 
already aware,...ye thereby know . . .) 
that also every one who doeth righteous- 
ness (thy ducacootrny, the righteousness 
which is implied in dicatog above: if it 
were not too strong, we might almost say, 
“that righteousness :” the art. shewing 
that there is no other. amas, “omnis, et 
solus,” says Bengel: every one, and no one 
else. The proposition will bear converting : 
not logically, but theologically. amowdv, for 
[see Hollaz’s definition above ] all righteous- 
ness is energetic: it springs out of holi- 
ness, truth, love: moaxricai yap ai dpe- 
Tai, Kai éy r@ yiveoOar éxovor rd slvac 
Tavodpevar yao i) pédAovoat oveé rd eivat 
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éxovot. Cc. on ch. iii. 3), is born (= hath 
been begotten) of Him (God: see above: 
6 dixatog yap dixaiovg yevrg. The 
inference here must be carefully kept to 
the Apostle’s words and obvious sense. 
And those require that we should under- 
stand it thus: God is righteous. This is 
our axiom, from which we set out. And 
if so, then the source of righteousness. 
When therefore a man doeth righteous- 
ness, yevwoKkousy, we apprehend, we col- 
lect, from our previous knowledge of these 
truths, that the source of his righteousness 
is God: that in consequence he has ac- 
quired by new birth from God, that 
righteousness which he had not by nature. 
We argue from his zrovety ry Occarcoodvny 
to his yeyervioGat te Ocov. And the right 
apprehension of this is the more important, 
because the whole mass of Socinian and 
Pelagian Commentators have reversed the 
members of the argument, and made it 
conclude that zoveiy rHy dtcatoobyny is 
the condition, on our part, of becoming a 
child of God. So Socinus, Episcopius, 
Grot., Hammond, Semler, Rosenmiiller, 
al. And the R.-C. expositors, while they 
avoid this error, making the good works 
spoken of to be, as Lyra, “opera justitiz 
infuse, que datur cum gratia, per quam 
homo constituitur in quadam participatione 
supernaturali esse divini,” yet go equally 
wrong, in understanding yeyéyynrar not 
as the statement of a past and abiding 
fact, but as the ground of a confidence as 
to the future: “habebit omnimodam fidu- 
ciam, quia judici suo justo similis, imo ex 
ipso natus est, hoc est, ipsius filius et 
heres est.”” Corn.-a-lap.). III. 1—10.] 
The true and distinguishing signs of the 
children of Go the children of 
the devil. Th 

Ana sow Cs a 


ehteousness God. 

Jl our doing of righteousness is a mere 
sigs HAE Tha las beprattenr ds atiowe=ehat 
wexareHis elildren. And what great 
things are contained in this name—how 
precious treasures of faith, of hope, of love! 
On this thought the Apostle now enters. 


ole glory ofthe children 
fase before, hit oe e béing 
ightéous a: 


it 
c : 


Fetes tintcous, is the token 
* of that new birth, and the measure of the 
life which began with it: the striving to 
perfect and mature this token, to fill up 
this measure, is an additional proof that a 


k so James iv. 6, 
vpty BK} 


man is of God. 1.] d (as in 
John i. 29; xix. 5, does Deer the 
Writer’s own astonishment, but directs 
the attention of those who are addressed : 
“commendat Apostolus his verbis magnum 
Dei beneficium,” Estius. But there im- 
mediately follows jpiv, the communicative 
address, so that in fact the Apostle does in 
a manner include himself among those ad- 
dressed in dere), What,manner.of, (thus 
the E. V., literally and rightly. awotamés, 
properly zodaz7ée, originally meant, « of 
what country ;” and occurs in this sense 
continually in the classics: e.g. Herod. 
vii. 218, eipero... wodamdc [or b700-] 
tin 6 orparéc, al. Its derivation is matter 
of dispute: whether from ddzoc, razoc, 
which forms enter into ddzedov, %@adgog, 
rémo¢g; so Valcknaer: or from a7d, as 
Buttm. Lexil. comparing 4\\0dd roe, rav- 
todamog &e., O being inserted as in prod- 
wre, prodesse. Then in later writers it 
came to signify “of what kind,” as e.g. 
in Demosth. p. 782, 8, ri¢ 6 kiwy rai 
modamdg; oloc pn Odxvev, al. The signi- 
fication guantus seems never to have be- 
longed properly to the word. It may of 
course be often included in qualis, as it 
undoubtedly is here: “what manner of” 
including “ how great,” “how,free,” “how 
recious”—in fact all the particulars which 
are afterwards brought out respecting this 
love: see ver. 16, ch. iv. 9, 1 gli OS 
dyaanv here, joined as it is with the verb 
dédwxev, literally Love itself, Or: does it im- 
port some gift, bestowal, or fruit. of love? 
The latter (caritatis munus) is taken by 
Beza: and similarly, deneficiwm, or the 
like, by Socinus, Episcopius, Seb.-Schmidt, 
Grot., Est., Rosenm., Neander, al. But 
there seems no necessity for diverting the 
word from its proper meaning. As in ch. 
iv. 9, the proof of the love is that which is 
imported, not by the love itself, but by 
e verb joined with it; as by é¢avepwOn 
there, so by dédweer here. So that in fact 
Sé8axev, which has been the motive for 
these renderings, speaks, as Diisterd. ob- 
serves, most decidedly against them. He 
quotes from Luther’s scholia, “Usus autem 
est Joannes singulari verborum pondere: 
non dicit dedisse nobis Deum donum ali- 
quod, sed ipsam caritatem et fontem om- 
nium bonorum, cor ipsum, idque non pro 
operibus aut studiis nostris, sed gratuito.” 
Cf. xdpiv ddéva, ref. James) er 
(6 waryp, spoken here not, as some, 
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God in generel, the whole three Persons 
in the blessed Trinity, but personally, of 
the Father as distinguished from the Son, 
in n we have received our adoption. 
Even the Socinian Schlichting has recog- 
nized this: “ Nempe Pater ille Jesu 
Christi et consequenter omnium in Jesum 
Christum credentium, unus ille Deus, qui 
si Pater Jesu Christi non esset, nec Jesus 
Christus ejus Filius ille singularissimus, 
neque nobis tanta ejus ac yere paterna 
gratia unquam obtigisset”’) i 
(see above) 1 at (how is tva here 
to be taken ? is it to be kept to its strong 
telic sense, indicating that our being called 
the children of God is the purpose of that 
gift of love just spoken of, or does it, as so 
often in St. John, introduce the purport 
of that love, stated in the form of an end 
to be gained by its manifestation ? Lange, 
Liicke, De Wette, and Briickner keep the 
strong telic sense. “What, great.love,” 
says Liicke, “hath the Father shewn’ us 
[viz, ip pring tie-Ronmch. iv. 10], in 
order to make us children of Ged!” But 
the objection to this is, that thus a proof 
of the divine Love is hinted at in our 
verse which is not expanded, but is left to 
be gathered from elsewhere: and the pur- 
pose introduced by iva becomes the se- 
condary and remote subject of the sentence, 
whereas, from récva Qeov taking up the 
preceding yeyévyynrat, and being again 
taken up in verse 2, it is evidently the 
rimary subject. The other meaning of 
iva is taken by the ancient Greek expo- 
sitors, so Cic., Thl, eidere yap bre eOwKev 
aypiv réxva Oeod yevéoOat TE Kai KANOHVaL 
[AoytoOjvae Thl.]. And this is not to 
confound iva with drt. Of the latter con- 
struction we have a plain example with 
moraméc, in Matt, viii. 27: woramée torw 
ovrog, bre Kal ot dvepor.. . bmaxovovow 
airp. There, the matter of fact is the 
ground of the wonderment expressed in 
the woraréc—“ What a man must this 
be, seeing that”. ..: whereas here the 
ground of the wonderment is in the 7e- 
sult? “what manner of love . . , resulting 
mm. proved by, our being, &c.” The effect 
Sf the love, that at which it is aimed in 
its immediate bestowal [its Biel], is, that 
Ww he. called. children of God: its 
ultimate purpose [its ivect] is another 
thing. Cf. vv. 11, 28, where we have the 


same construction) 

i (why has the Apostle 
rather used cAn@Gpev than @pevy? Pro- 
bably to bring forward the title, the reality 
of which, notwithstanding its non-recog- 
nition by the world, he is about to assert 
immediately. It is not that kadetoOar, 
as Baumg.-Crusius, = éovciav éxew ye- 
véoOat, Johni. 12, so that the sense should 
be, “that we have a right to presume to 


.eall ourselves children of God,” Neander : 


against this the aor. kAn@apev is decisive, 
signifying our reception of the title once 
for all, and identifying this reception with 
the gift of love spoken of above. In this 
definite reference to an actual bestower of 
the name, probably an allusion is made to 
such prophecies as that cited 2 Cor. vi. 18) ; 


AK 50 |: fe 
d doth not know (apprehend, recog- 
rist.—The insertion of Kat éopév 


(viz. 
appears to serve the purpose of brihging 


out the reality of the state.conferred upon 
us_with this title, m spite of any non- 
recognition of it by the unbelieving world. 
To those, as Liicke and De Wette, who 
regard the preceding iva as telic, the 
clause has no meaning, and they at once 
reject it as a gloss. Had it been, it would 
surely have been cai Gpev, as the vulg. e¢ 
simus. But in our rendering of the pas- 
sage, kai éopéy is of the highest possible 
significance. On éopéy depends did rovro: 
and w E God’s children: for this very 
reason, because we bear not the name 
only but. the essence, the world knows us 
not: and then, as a reason for this ig- 
norance following on this reality of our 
derivation from Him,—because it knew 
Him not. The reality of a believer’s son- 
ship of God, and his non-recognition by 
the world, are thus necessarily connected 
together. But Whom did the world not 
know, and when? avrov here, by the 
very requirements of the logic of the 
passage, must be the Father, who not 
being recognized, neither are His chil- 
dren: roy vivberhnoarra, as Ec.; Aug., 
Benson, al., understand Christ: “ ambu- 
labat et ipse Dominus Jesus Christus, in 
carne erat Deus, latebat in infirmitate.” © 
But this can only be, if we understand 
that the world rejected that revelation of 
the Father which was made by Christ His 
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Son. And if we introduce this element, 
we disturb the strictness of the argument. 
Ttis the.world’s. ignorance of God, con- 
sidered [and this is the force, if it is to be 


pressed, of the aor. Zyvw] as.one great act’ 


of non-recognition, disobedience, rebellion, 
hate [for all these are involved in St. 
John’s od yy@vau, as their opposites in his 
yveorety], which makes them incapable 
of recognizing, loving, sympathizing with, 
those who are veritably children of God: 


cf. ch. v. 1). 2.] Belaved .nawaAre 
we shildrenof fod (the world_recognizes 
us not: but our.sonship.is.real: none the 
less real, that we ousael eS ADORE Ay 
fugue copdition in all its manifestation. 

that the néxt r_of the sentence 
is introduced not with an adda, but with 
a cai: the two are not contrasted, but 
simply put in juxtaposition as components 
of our present state. We are really sons 
of God, eyen. : and we look [this very 
word vuy suggesting a future] fo in- 
heritance in virtue of that ee crea 
not been yet manifested of what sort that 
inheritance shall be: thus much we know 
&c. Such seems to be the simple con- 
nexion, without any adversative particles 


expressed or understood), ARAL WAS ESAT 
y i d (on any occasion: such is 


orce of the aor. And édavepoOn, as 
so often in St. John, and as in the next 
sentence, does not mean, made manifest 
to knowledge or anticipation,—for that it 
js, as asserted below: but, shewn forth im 
actwality, come to its manifestation) what 


(understand, in virtue of this 
tate of sons..of God: to what new 
deyelopment or condition this already ex- 


isting fact will lead, But we must take 
caré not to fallinto Grot.’s error, “quo 
modo futuri simus filii Dei:” for as Calov. 
rightly remarks, “non dantur gradus 
vidrnrog :” we_are as truly, and in the 


same. sense, childen of God now, 3 
sKallbe then: but new [ef. Gal. iv. i we 
for an.unknown in- 
heritance—#hen we s hall be children Ap 

ossession of that inheritance. And 
hence, from the reality and identity of 
that sonship, comes what follows,—our 
certain knowledge, even in this absence of 


| manifestation in detail, that tux 
_ condition will consist, in likeness to,,.Him. 


3 BSG Oe * 
s Ge, ro yao vey addnrov davepov 
yevnoerat, txeivov dmoxadumropévor. 


bpowr yap av’r@ avadavivrec TO THE 
viobeciac Aapmpoy Tapaornooper. _ ot 
yap viot wayrec Suotot Tw Tarpi). 

know (no contrast—see above: ee 
‘know of this ri éodue@a is this. There is 
not even a correction of the preceding, as 
Diisterd. : the connexion is simply, “This 
future condition of ours hath never yet 
appeared: thus much we know of “it.” 
oidapev, as always; Of certain, well-asstired 


cognition) that, if it were ifested 
(viz. the ri éodueba; this gavepwOy takes 
up again the former one. So Didymus 


[ Aug. is quoted on both sides by the Com- 
mentators, but he does not really commit 
himself on the point], He. [rd yap viv 
“Ondov paveody yevnoerat |, Luther, Seb.- 
Schmidt, Socinus, Episcopius, Schlichting, 
Grotius, Spener, Bengel, Benson, Rosenm., 
Liicke, Sander, De Wette, Baumg.-Crus., 
Neander, Disterd., Huther, and others: 
on the other hand, Bede, Calvin, Beza, 
[and the E. V.: Tyndale and Cranmer 
had “it” ], Aretius, Whitby, Calov., Es- 
tius, al., supply “ He,’ understanding 
Christ : appealing to St. John’s well-known 
usage which we have in ch. ii. 28, and 
below in our ver. 5. But it may be re- 
plied, that in the former case the subject 
was plainly suggested by év atrw, in the 
latter actually expressed in éxeivoc: whereas 
here the reference of the verb is no less 
plainly given by the preceding égavepw0n. 
Besides which, éxeivoc in verse 5 clearly 
shews that the divine subject of these 
verses is not Christ but the-Father. Es- 
tius and Lyra indeed seem to hold it pos- 
sible to supply 6 Oe6¢ as a subject to gave- 
pw67 here, but not even themselves have 
propounded this for their own interpreta- 
tion: indeed the former sets it aside, and 
the latter seems to be only paraphrasing 
when he says, “ cum nobis se patrem osten- 
derit in possessione ccelestis heereditatis.” 
On the éav, hypothetical, see above, ch. ii. 
28. As there, the gavepwO7 is the futurus 
exactus: “on its manifestation:” and 
here the hypothesis, from the repetition of 
the verb, necessarily gains emphasis, al- 
most = that, even if it were manifested, 
... This consideration has an important 
bearing on what follows) salidaliaicanl® 
(éodpe0a taken up again from above, and 
the emphatic 6potor adr corresponding 
exactly to ri abovelabiitaliie (God; as 
(Ke. above, and most mentators. Sée 
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below), (87. must be kept firm to 


its causal meaning, and all the difficulties 
of the sentence met thus, not by explain- 
ing it away, as even (He. [adda cai], Ore 
cai [Schol. ii.], et [Luther]. Nor does it 
express merely the mode of the transforma- 
tion, as Lyra. Stil le ust..we, with 
“neque enim gh similes ideo 

nos fore, quia fruemur adspectu, sed inde 
probat nos divine glorie fore participes, 
quia nisi spiritualis et cclesti beataque 
immortalitate predita esset natura, ad 
Deum nunquam tum prope accederet ” ], 
Seb.-Schmidt\ [“ Qui visurus est Deum 
sicuti est, eum oportet esse perfecte simi- 
lem Deo”], and Socinus [“neque enim 
fieri potest ut quis ipsum Deum videat, . . . 
nisi ei similis aliquo modo... . fuerit”’], 
—and so even Huther, endorsing Calvin’s 
statement, “ ratio hee ab effectu sumta 
est non a causa,”—re regis ¢ causal con- 
nexion, and make the séeing ‘Him as He is 
m rel a proof that we shall be_ like, Him 
ort EE Whatever consequences it 
may entail, it is philologically certain that 
the proposition introduced by dr: contains 
the real essential cause and ground. of that 


which it follows) im (God: 
ow) a (th eT, the 
reco, nition and knowledge of God is ev 
cognition, but. measure of fhe 
itual, es 
¢ Go ; has hie Pather and the soe 
more and more like God, having His seed 
in him. So has the full and. perfect. ai 
complishment... of this knowle SMB TITS e in the 
actual fruition of God Himself must, of 
necessity bring with it entire likeness to 
Gade And this'is the part of the futtre 
ot of the sons of God which is certain. 
Because we shall see Him as He is,—which 
is taken for granted as a Christian axiom, 
—it of necessity follows that we shall be 


entirely like Him : Gilet Hike tim: 
we shall behold, as ikatov Otkatot, 


ayvoyv ayvoi. The difficulty that no man 
can see God, is not in reality contained 
here, any more than it is in our Lord’s 
oer are the pure in heart, for they 
shall see God.” The word, however un- 
“derstood, has for its limit, that no created 
eye even in the glorified body can behold 
the Creator : that beyond its keenest search 
there will be glory and perfection baffling 
and dazzling if: but this incapacity does 
not prevent the vision, as far as it can 
reach, being clear and unclouded: being, 
to the utmost extent of which our glorified 
nature is capable, w¢ éoruy—a true and 
not a.false vision of God. And if it be 


ont ‘ La 3 b Pe ct 
auTov KaQwe eoTly. Kat Tac 


again objected that we seem to be thus 
confounding the.ethical sight of God which 
ide measure of our likeness 1 , with 
corporeal sight of Him in the resurrection 
body, I answer that in the realm where 
our thoughts’-are now employed, I cannot 
appreciate that distinction between ethical 
and corporeal. We are speaking of things 
which eye hath not seen, nor mind con- 
ceived: what a o@pa mvevparicdy may 
imply, our ideas now do not enable us to 
conceive: but I suppose it must at all 
events be a body, all of whose senses are 
spiritually conditioned and attuned: that 
what ra gvowd are to our bodies here, 


‘Tad mvevparica will be there: and feeling 


this, however little I may know of the 
details of the great fact, it removes from 
me all insuperable difficulty as to the é6Wé- 
peOa abrov kaw toriv. “1 know that in 
my flesh I shall see God,” may not be the 
right expression in Job, but it is the ex- 
pression of my hopes as a son of God: it 
is the one expression of a hope in which 
all other hopes culminate and centre. 
And every son of God knows, that for it 
ever to be fulfilled, he must be growing 
onward in likeness to Him, pure, even up 
into His purity: for in His light only shall 
we see light. The literature of this 
verse would far surpass our limits, even in 
an abridged summary. It will be found 
in Diisterdieck’s Commentary, vol. ii. pp. 
56—82. One point only must be no- 
sad —— pening onward ; the fact that 


st. is 
of course been occasioned by 
their arin. Ait Christ as a subject to the 
verb daveowOy above. e has one 
- his vies beautiful passages, explaining 
ow at. Christ’s appearing, the impious 
shall soonly ona ae but. ee 
mam Dei. "The whole view, however, does 
HOt satisfy the requirements of the passage. 
It is the récva Qe0d who are addressed : 
and the topic of exhortation is that they 
be righteous as God their Father is righte- 
ous. Christ is expressly introduced below 
by ékeivoc. Augustine concludes with a 
burst of eloquence which describes just as 
well the true view of the vision: “Ergo 
visuri sumus quandam visionem, fratres, 
quam nec oculus vidit, nec auris audivit, 
nec in cor hominis ascendit: visionem 
quandam, visionem precellentem omnes 
pulchritudines terrenas, auri, argenti, ne- 
morum atque camporum, pulchritudinem 
maris et aéris, pulchritudinem solis et 
lune, pulchritudinem angelorum, omnia 


3, 4. 
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u 2 Cor. vii.11, xi. 2. Phil. iv.18. 1Tim.v.22. Tit.ii.5. James iii.17. 1 Pet.fii.2only. Ps. xi. 6, 
v John viii. 34. 2Cor.xi,7. James v.15. 1 Pet.ii,22. 8 Kings xvi. 19. 


superantem, quia ex ipsa pulchra sunt 
omnia.” ct. in Ep. Joh. iv. 5). 
> every 6 | Dat i 


9 ae hereafter 
ace (i. e. rested and grounded on God. 

od, and grounded on His promises, 
is all our hope), ifie i 


words are not, ken in any Pelagian 
sense, as if a man could of himself purify 


“ye can do nothing.” John xv. 5. The 
man who purifies himself has this hope, 
resting upon God. This mere fact implies 
a will to purify himself, not out of, nor 
independent of, this hope, but ever stirred 
up by, and accompanying it. So that the 
will is not his own, sprung out of his own 
nature, but the result of his Christian state, 
in which God also ministers to him the 
power to carry out that will in self-puri- 
fication. Sothat Aug. who pleads strongly 
for free will here, is right when he says 
“castificas te, non de te, sed de illo qui 
venit ut inhabitet te.” See 2 Cor. vii. 1, 
which is remarkably parallel: and 1 Pet. 
i, 21, 22. The idea of ayviZewy is much 
the same as that of caQapiZery, ch.i. 9: it 
is entire purification, not merely from un- 
chastity but from all defilement of flesh and 
spirit. “In the LXX, the word [ayvoc] 
appears to be synonymous with ca@apéc, 
being used for 717 and like words. Levi- 
tical purity of persons and things [Num. 
viii. 21, 31, xix. 23; 1 Chron. xv. 12], the 
pure life of the Nazarenes [ Num. vi. 2, 3], 
the purity of God’s word [ Ps. xi. 7, xviii. 
10], all these are expressed by ayvéc, ay- 
vigev &c. And correspondent to this is 
N. T. usage. The purity of the wisdom 
that cometh from above [James iii. 17], 
the purity of those who had to keep a vow 
[Acts xxi. 24, 26, xxiv. 18], the absence 
of moral stain in the Christian character 
generally, which includes above all things 
purity of heart [1 Pet. i. 22; James iv. 8; 
2 Cor. vi. 6; 1 Tim. v. 22: cf. Phil. iv. 8, 
1 Pet. iii. 2], and the particular purity,.of 
ghastitey [Tit. ii. 5; 1 Tim. iv. 12, v. 2; 

“Cor. xi. 2],—all these are rightly in- 
cluded in thenamedyveia.” Diisterdieck), 


is pure Wiagedsdaignic’ by 

KELVOC f early below in ver. 5, ist, 
from the facts of the case. But is it as 
clear here? Almost all the modern Com- 
mentators assume ity"And Certainly, first 
‘pprant aré’@teatly in its favour: the 
usual rule requiring that éxeivoc shall 


point to a third person as yet not spoken 
of in the context, and differing from 
avroc. The inference is also upheld by a 
first view of ch. ii. 6, where much the 
same expression is used, and used of Christ. 
But there are some weighty considerations 
against the view. First, it is the Father, 


‘of whom it is written, “Be ye holy, for 
> 


[or as] I am holy,” 1 Pet.i. }; Levit. 
xi. 44, xix. 2: cf. also Matt. v. 48. Sa- 
eondly, it would be very harsh thus to 
introduce a new subject, in the face of this 
Scripture usage. Thirdly, it would be 
against the whole spirit of the context: in 
which sonship of God and likeness to God 
are joined together, and the hopes belong- 
ing to the state are made motives for the 
duty. Fourthly, if it be asserted that 
Christ is our Pattern, in whom we see the 
Father’s purity shewn forth; I answer 
that this would be perfectly intelligible, if 
allusion was made, as in ch. ii. 6, to some 
historical manifestation in our Lord’s life 
[Kabwe éxeivoc mepiemarnoey |: but being 
as it is in the present tense, it refers to 
the essential divine attribute of purity: 
and if so, then to that attribute in its 
primary inherence in the Father. Fifthly, 
the usage of éxetvocg with abrdc does not 
at all require the change of persons, only 
a change of the phase of predication re- 
garding the same person, and the throwing 
up into emphasis some new particular 
which is brought into view. See this 
maintained on 2 Tim. ii. 26, and consult 
also the note on ch. ii. 6, where it is very 
doubtful whether avroe and éxsivoc do not 
refer to the same.divine.Person. For 
these reasons, JT would interpret éxeivoc 
here of the Father, in whom essentially 
abides this perfection of purity, and after 
continual increase of likeness to whom his 
sons, having the ultimate hope of being 
completely like Him, will be striving. In 
ver. 5 the case is otherwise: see there, 
and also on ver. 7). 


; 
redemption, 


Wette: and the passage seems thus to be 
well described. But the difficulty has 
been, to mark distinctly, the connexion 
with the foregoing. In order to discover 
this, we must go back to the theme of the 
whole section of the Epistle, in ch. ii. 29: 
«Tf God is righteous, then every one that 
oeth righteousness, is born of Him.” 
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xxxvi. 1. , ' 5 
xchidreff, AVOULA. 
Hitherto the positive side of this position 
has been illustrated: the inseparability 
of birth-from-God and _likeness-to-God. 
Now, the Apostle comes to treat its nega- 
tive side: the incompatibility of sin with 
birth-from-God. And this he deals with 
essentially and in the ideal, as always. 
The whole is in the closest connexion with 
the foregoing, and is developed step by 
step with the minutest precision, as will 
be seen in the exegesis. 4.| In this 
verse we have ver. 8 taken up [cf. mac 6 
tywy .... Tac 6 mowwy] ex adverso. 
There, God’s essential purity formed a 
law, according to which the child of God, 
having hope of ultimate complete likeness 
to Him, purifies himself. Here we have 
it declared that the sinner goes counter to 
[this and all other] law: indeed the two 
terms, sin and lawlessness, are synonymous 
and convertible. Every..one.that..com- 
mitteth sin, als ommitteth..transeres- 
abstract and in 


to the identification of the terms, and the 
éortvy amounts to “is equivalent to.” If 
either of the words were anarthrous, it 
would become predicative of quality,—* is 
of the nature of ”’—as in O&d¢ ry 6 Adyoc : 
both having the article, both are dist- 
buted logically, and the one is asserted to 
be co-extensive and conyertible with the 
other. And from the nature of the fore- 
going clause, which was to declare the 
avopia of sin, it would appear here also 
that we must take 7 adpapria as the sub- 
ject and 7) dvopia as the predicate, not the 
converse. This being so, what is it 
exactly that our verse asserts respecting 
these two things, sin, and transgression- 
of-law ? First and obviously, no appro- 
priation must be made, in this verse and 
throughout this passage, of dpapria to 
one kind of sin, whether it be mortal sin 
as distinguished from venial [so the R.-C. 
expositors, e. g. Hstius, but hesitatingly, 
“loquitur precipue de pececato mortali, 
quamquam et venalia sunt iniquitates 
quedam et legi divine alieni repugnant, 
et ab ingressu regni coelestis ac similitu- 
dine Christi participanda remorantur, 
donee expurgata fuerint ”], or notorious 
and unrepented sins, or sins against bro- 
therly love [as Luther, and Aug. on ver, 
9]: “peceare contumaciter,” Aret. : “pec- 
cato dare operam,” Beza, Piscator : “ pec- 
care scientem et volentem,” Seb.-Schmidt, 
Spener. The assertions are all perfectly 


\ oy av > A x? , oe ‘ 
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general, and regard, in the true root and 
ideal, every sin whatever. Every sin 
whatever then is a transgression of God’s 
law: as indeed its very name implies: 
apaoravery being to miss a mark, and the 
mark being that will of God which is the 
vopog and oKomé¢ to him who zoe ro 
OéAnua row Oe0u, ch. ii. 17. Ce. gives the 
meaning very well, except that he under- 
stands of the law of nature only, what 
ought to be understood of the law of God, 
the revelation of His will, in whatever 
way made: ioréoy dé w¢ apapria piv 7 
Tov aya0od anxémrwoic tot, avopia dé 
 weoi Toy Deroy vopoy wANPpEAELA. Kai 
Tavtny Exovoww apxny ExaTEpoy TovTwY, 
TO pey THY awd TOU ayaBov ExmTwoty, TO 
O& ry wei Tov Oeroy vopoy TANMpEELAY. 
oupgipovrar O& ravratc Kai Kata TavTor. 
& Te yap GuapTravwy Tov KaTa THY pvoy 
kai ty ry pice: améituxe okoTOv. oKoTOC 
yap Ty arOpwreia pvoe TO KaTa Toy 
Aéyor lav, Tic adoyiacg TOppw azwKio- 
pévy. woadrwc cai 6 dvopog wAnppedet 
mepi Toy év TY Puce Oedopévoy vopor, dia- 
yivopmevoc akparadc. kadwc ody 6 pabnrije 
Tov Kupiov sic rabrov apgorepa Teptéorn- 
oev). 5.] Additional argument for 
the incompatibility of sin with the life of 
God’s children: that He, Christ, in and 
by whom we have this adoption (John i. 
12), and by being in whose likeness alone 
we can be perfectly like God, was mani- 
fested to take away all sins, being Himself 
sinless. And ye know (the Apostle as- 
sumes it as known by those who had an 
anointing from the Holy One and knew 
all things, ch. ii. 20) that He (now clearly 
Christ, from the context, which [see above 
on éxeivog, ver. 3] can alone decide the 
reference in each case) was manifested 
(viz. by His appearing in the flesh, and all 
that He openly and visibly did and taught 
in it, or may be known, by the Spirit, to 
have done and taught) in order that He 


may [might] take away aor. “take awa) 

by one act and entire an The ennai 
“take away,’ and not “bear,” is neces- 
sitated here by the context. Sin is alto- 
gether alien from Christ. He became in- 
carnate that He might blot it out: He 
has no stain of it on Himself. If we ren- 
der doy “bear,” this coherence is lost. 
Of course this fact is in the background, 
that He took them away by bearing them 
Himself: but it is not brought out, only 
the antagonism between Him and_sin. 
See, on the word, the note on John i. 29) 
§ins (ras Gpapr., a// sins, not merely cer- 


a 
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tain sins. The object of His manifestation 
is stated not only categorically, but de- 
finitively. Compare the striking parallel 
Heb. ix. 26, sic a0étnow apapriac Oia 
THC Ovoiac adrod mepavéowrat); and in 
im sin i (as His work, in being 
manifested, was, altogether to take away 
sin, so likewise is He himself free from all 
spot of sin. The «al serves to co-ordinate 
the last clause with the first, not to sub- 
ordinate it, as many Commentators have 
supposed, and even Aug.: “In quo non 
est peccatum, ipse venit auferre peccatum : 
nam si esset et in illo peccatum, auferen- 
dum esset illi, non ipse auferret :” and Cic., 
70 Kal ayti rov dvore: and afterwards, iva 
WC 7) apapriay Tovjoag Tag apapriac 
npov dey: so also Corn.-a-lap., Lorinus, 
Baumg.-Crus., Sander, Neander. This in- 
terpretation is confuted by the éorw, which 
should have been 7jv: and by the fol- 
lowing context, in which this fact of the 
sinlessness of Christ serves as the founda- 
tion for what is said, verse 6. The most 
palpable violations of the construction and 
sense are made by the rationalists, of whom 
Grotius may serve as an example: “ pre- 
sens pro preterito: peccatum in eo non 
erat, nempe cum vitam mortalem viveret.” 
Socinus, feeling that this could not be, 
tries to explain away peccatwm, as mean- 
ing “non vitium aliquid in moribus,” but 
the consequences of sin, “omnia mala, om- 
nesque perpessiones, una cum ipsa morte,” 
from which Christ is now [hodie] for ever 
free, “utpote beatissimus, et impatibilis 
atque immortalis.” And strange to say, 
Calvin so far misunderstands what is here 
said as to write “non de Christi persona 
hic agit, sed de toto corpore. Quocunque 
yim suam diffundit Christus, negat amplius 
locum esse peccato.” This would deprive 
tv abr pévwv, verse 6, of all its meaning 
as referring back to the év atr@ here, and 
make it merely tautological. It is only 
\ by holding fast here the personal reference 
to Christ in himself, that we keep the 
logical coherence between that verse and 
_ this: the reasoning trom that which He 
is not, and cannot be, to, that which they 
_ that abide in Him are not and cannot 
i be). 6} The connexion see above. 
at abideth in Him (péver év 


avT@ is not to be weakened down, with 
Semler, Episcopius, al., y any rationalistic 


interpretation as “credere in Christum,” 
“Christi discipulum esse :” still less as 
CGec., does avevddrweo rac dpeTacg petiwoy 
express 0 évy air@ pivwy. Grot. is better 
this time,—“‘ qui vero amore Christo con- 
jungitur ;” but this is not enough. This 
a man might be to an earthly friend: but 
could not be said év air@ péverv. See the 
sense expanded in the note on ch. ii. 24, 
Nothing short of personal immanence in 
the personal Christ will satisfy the words : 
a living because He lives, and as receiving 
of His fulness) si nor again is 
this to be tamed down, as has been done 
by far more and better interpreters than 
in the last case, by making it mean “ does 
not persist in sin,” so Luther, “does not 
allow sin to reign over him”—so Hun- 
nius: and similarly Socinus, Episcopius, 
Calvin, Beza, the Schmidts, Calov., J. 
Lange, Bengel |“ bonum justitiz in eo non 
separatur a malo peccati”], Sander, al. 
Against all such the plain words of the 
Apostle must be held fast, and explained — 
by the analogy of his way of speaking — 
throughout the Epistle of the ideal reality 
of the life of God and the life of sin as ab- | 
solutely excluding one another. This all — 
the best and deepest Commentators have 
felt : so Augustine and Bede, “in quantum 
in ipso manet, in tantum non peccat.” 
The two are incompatible: and in so far. 
as a man is found in the one, he is thereby 
separated from the other. In the child of 
God is the hatred of sin; in the child of 
the devil, the love of it; and every act 
done in virtue of either state or as be- 
longing to either, is done purely on one 
side or purely on the other. If the child 
of God falls into sin, it is an act against 
nature, deadly to life, hardly endured, and 
bringing bitter repentance: it is as the 
taking of a Egle which if it be not cor- 
rected by its antidote, will sap the very 
springs of life. So that there is no real 
contradiction to ch. i, 8—10, ii. 2, where 
this very falling into sin of the child of 
God is asserted and the remedy prescribed. 
The real difficulty of our verse is in that 
which follows) one that sinneth 
a een 


that that life has never existed, in the per- 
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such passages asch.i.8—10, ii.2, and indeed 
from the whole tenor of ‘the. Epistle, in 
which the viv récva Oo éopéy occurs in 
combination with pndeic mAavacOw vpag 
and the like: whereas if the above view 
were correct, the very fact of mezAa- 
vipoOa: not only would cause them to cease 
from being réxva Geov, but would prove 
that they never had been such. If then 
this cannot be so, “phat meaning area 
te put upon the words? First_gbserve the 
ense 1 W. ay the verbs stand that they 
are not aorists hut perfects : and that some 
eater: is introduced in English by at 
poset not_corresponding te ae ese the 

one, but rather part: ing of the aoristic 
ense: giving the impression “ hath never 


seen Him nor known Him :” whereas the 

reek perfect denotes an_abidin: t 
thre in on iy cyan teat So 
much is this so, tha eyvwka, and many 
other perfects, lose altogether their re- 
ference to the past event, and point ‘simply 


to the abiding present effect of it: fyywea 
is the aes effect vof a past ~*~ _ cog 


so here, without for a moment letting 
_ go the true significance of the tense, , I 
should render, if making a version, “ see 
‘Him not, neither knoweth Him.” ~ But 
manifestly such an interpretation would 
be philologically insufficient, and would 
only be chosen as the less of two evils, 
and as bringing out that side of the Greek 
perfect which, besides being the prevalent 
one, is less liable to mistake than the other. 
In exegesis, we must take in not merely 
the absence of such sight and knowledge 
in the present state of the sinner, but 
ificance_of suc esent failure ag re: 
seeds ne : that his sight and know- 
edge are so far annulled as to their validity 
and reality. In fact, we get to much the 
same declaration as that in ch. ii. 19, é 
Hoav && rar, pepevhecccay av psd’ 
qpev: and their very going out shewed 
that they were not [all are not] of us: so 


here: the cutting off by an act of sin of 


for pndetc, py tec A. 


the sieht and knowledge. of Lhrist, shews, 
and shews in proportion as it prevails, un- 
reality in that si wledge. 

s regar e relation o e words 
themselves, édpakey and ¢yvwkev ; some, 
with whom Diisterd. in the main agrees, 
hold that there is no perceptible difference : 
but that the latter word fixes and specifies 
the necessarily figurative meaning of the 
former: ovSé being simply copulative = 
ovre |. Liicke would understand oo¢y of 
knowledge obtained by historical informa- 
tion, which matures and completes itself 
into yiveoxey [edn. 3]; taking ovdé also 
merely as copulative. But this seems hardly 
according to St. John’s practice, who uses 
dogv either of bodily sight [John i. 18, 
1 John i. 1, &., &c.],—or of an intuitive 
immediate vision of divine things, such as 
Christ has of the Father and heavenly 
things [John iii. 11, 32, vi. 46, vii. 38], 
—or of spiritual intuition gained by know- 
ledge of Christ and the divine life [John 
xiv. 7, 9; 3 John 11]: and there can be 
little doubt that this last is the meaning 
here: as Sander; and thus o¥d¢ will retain 
its proper exclusive and climacteric force : 
dogy is a further step than yirworey: a 
realization of Christ’s personality and of 
the existence of heavenly things which is 
the result of spiritual knowledge : and thus 
the sinner “hath not seen Him, nor yet 
known Him”). 7, 8.] The contrast 
és again stated, and introduced by a solemn 
warning not to be misled respecting it: 
and, as usually in St. John’s repetitions, 
a new feature is brought in, which the fol- 
lowing verses take up and further treat: 
viz. be Tov dtaBdrov éoriv. 7.] 

i let no one de 

Gt does not seem tha articular false 
teacher is here in St. John’s view; but he 
alludes to all who would sever ethical like- 
ness to God from the Christian life): he 
ria dalla hig eeauaness (rhv 8., perhaps 
as being abstract, but more probably be- 
cause the righteousness spoken of is but 
one, and that God’s: the righteousness 
which is His) is,ri 

(here apparently, » notwithstanding 
the apparent parallel of "Insoty yourroy 
dikaoy in ch. ii. 2: for we are by this 
saying, as by that in verse 3,—where see 
note,—referred back to the great Source 
of our spiritual birth, ch. ii. 29, and our 
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likeness to Him insisted on: 6 rowwWy rv. 
Oucavoodyny Eyvwxev Toy Oicatoy, Kai oi- 
Kavo¢e tat we Kai éxeivoc dikatdc éorwy, 
Tovréorey 0 Oedc. 

This verse has absolutely nothing to do 
with the sense which the R.-Cath. exposi- 
tors have endeavoured to extract from it, 
“ adversus hereticos hodiernos, simili ra- 
tione populum seducentes, cum negant per 
bona opera quemquam justum esse coram 
Deo,” KEst., and so Lyra, Corn.-a-lap., and 
Tirinus. But this is altogether to invert 
the proposition of the Apostle, who is rea- 
soning, not from the fact of doing good 
works to the conclusion that a man is 
righteous, but from the hypothesis of a 
man’s being a child of God, born of Him 
and like Him, to the necessity of his puri- 
fying himself and doing righteousness. 
And in doing this, he ascribes the zroveiy 
tTyyv Oatcoctyny to its source, and the 
mouty THY apapriay to its source: the 
one man is of God, the other is of the 
devil. As Luther well says [in Diisterd. 
h. 1.], “ good works of piety do not make 
a good pious man, but a good pious man 
does good pious works..... Fruits grow 
from the tree, not the tree from fruits”’). 

8.] Contrast to ver. 7: cf. 6 
moiav ... 6 wove: but here by the neces- 
sity of the case, when a positive assertion 
comes to be made respecting the sinner, 
the new element é« 7. dtaf3. éoriv is intro- 


duced : see below. Hs iat saver An. 8 
of the devil (notice first 6 mowwy ry 


apapriay, as indicative not so much of 
individual acts as of a state, corresponding 
to 6 mor THy Oicatoctvny. And then 
é« tov SiaBdAov eoriv must not be ra- 
tionalized away, as is done by those who 
deny the personal existence of the devil. 
It is the distinct opposite correlative of é« 
rov Qeov éorey [ver. 10 al. freq. ], and im- 
plies a personal root and agency just as 
much as that other does. But again, it 
does not imply any physical dualism on 
the part of the Apostle. ‘“Neminem fecit 
diabolus,” says Aug. h. 1. Tract. iv. 10, 
“neminem genuit, neminem creavit; sed 
quicunque fuerit imitatus diabolum, quasi 
de illo natus, fit filius diaboli, imitando, 
non proprie nascendo.... Ommes pec- 
catores ex diabolo nati sunt, in quantum 
peccatores. Adam a Deo factus est; sed 
quando consensit diabolo, ex diabolo natus 


est, et tales omnes genuit qualis erat. 
-.. +? And below, § 11, “Ergo duas 
nativitates attendite, Adam et Christi. 
Duo sunt homines, sed unus ipsorum homo 
homo, alter homo Deus. Per hominem 
hominem peccatores sumus, per hominem 
Deum justificamur. Nativitas illa dejecit 
ad mortem, ista nativitas erexit ad vitam : 
nativitas illa trahit secum peccatum, na- 
tivitas ista liberat a peccato: ideo enim 
venit homo Christus, ut solveret peccata 
hominum.” Origen [iv. 325 D, in Lach- 
mann | remarks that éoriy is said éxi rod 
&« Tov dtaBddov, not éwi THY ek Tov OE00, 
and on the other hand yeyevynpévog is 
said éri ray é« rod Oeov, not imi tHy ik 
row diaBddov. This must not be urged 
too far, seeing that St. John does speak 
of sivat éx Tov Oe0d, e. g. v. 19, and places 
over against one another the réxya rod 
Geov and the récva rod dtaBdXov, ver. 10: 
besides which, the devil is said to be 6 
nmarno of the unbelieving [John viii. 44]. 
All that we can say is, that the two are 
not strictly correspondent: that Origen’s 
latter assertion is true—we have no yeyev- 
yno8at tk Tov diaddov. In the case of 
the children of God, there is a definite 
time, known to Him, when they passed 
from death unto life (ch. ii. 29, iii. 14, v. 
11; John i. 12, iii. 3 ff, v. 24, &e.]: from 
which their new life unto God dates: but 
there is no such point in the life of those 
who are the children of the devil: no re- 
generation from beneath corresponding to 
that from above: the natural life of men 
is not changed by seed of the devil as it is 
by seed of God. Rather may we say, that 
in those who are of the devil this latter 
change has never taken place. Since sin 
has come to reign in the world by man’s 
sin, our natural birth, which is properly 
and essentially a birth from God, a crea- 
tion by the eternal Word, has become a 
birth from the devil: so that it is, as Ben- 
gel expresses it, “corruptio, non genera- 
tio,” and there is no trace of a physical 
dualism in St. John’s doctrine: nay, the 
idea is at once precluded by the fact that 
according to the Apostle [John i. 12] 
those who are children of God have be- 
come so from having been children of the 
devil. See this expounded, as usual, in 
Diisterd.’s note, from which much of the 


above is gathered): because the devil 
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{= Jobnii. 19. 
Eph. ii, 14. 


k comp. John viii. 41, 49. 


GapalbatanliaehamnnIDs (— sinned 
in the beginning, and has never ceased to 
sin since:? as Bede: “cum premitteret 
‘ab initio,’ subjunxit verbum presentis 
temporis ‘peccat :’ quia ex quo ab initio 
ceepit diabolus peccare, nunquam desiit.” 
But the question meets us, what is am 
dpxjjs? Bede, al., understand it of the 
beginning of all creation: “neque enim 
dubitandum est inter primas creaturas 
angelos esse conditos; sed ceteris ad 
laudem Creatoris gloriam sue conditionis 
referentibus, ille qui primus est conditus, 
mox ut altitudinem sue claritatis aspexit, 
contra conditorem cum suis sequacibus 
superbus intumuit, perque eandem super- 
biam ex initio peccans, de archangelo in 
diabolum est versus.” Many Commen- 
tators, to avoid all chance of dualism, 
make it mean not from the time of his 
creation, but from that of his fall: so 
Estius, understanding the dpyn of the be- 
ginning of owr world: “statim a mundi 
creatione diabolum peccasse, cum prius 
nullum esset in mundo peccatum :” Cal- 
vin, “nihil aliud vult Johannes, quam 
diabolum statim a creatione mundi fuisse 
apostatam.” But again, others suppose 
the term to mark the beginning of the 
devil’s own apostasy: so Bengel, “‘ex quo 
diabolus est diabolus,’ Sander, al. And 
lastly, Liicke, De Wette, Briickner, Diis- 
terd., Neander, take it with Seb.-Schmidt, 
“ab initio rov peccare,” from the time 
when any began to sin. And this seems, 
when we compare John viii. 44, to be the 
true interpretation. He has ever been 
the depositary, as it were, of the thought 
and the life of sin: the tempter to sin: 
the fountain out of which sin has come, 
as God is the fountain out of which has 
come righteousness. See on this subject, 
my Sermons on Divine Love, Serm. v. pp. 
68 ff., “the First Sinner ;” and Sartorius, 
“Lehre von der heiligen Liebe,” i. pp. 
115 ff.). i d 


Saiilested (viz. in His incarnation, preg- 
nant with all its consequences), ) 
piehindasieoy (do away, break up, pu 

down: see reff.: of a building, or a law, 


or an organized whole) "he, ates afilab he 
devil (what are these ? early, in the 

place, works whereof the devil is the 
author: not as Baumg.-Crus., merely 
devilish works. And then, are we to in- 
clude in the list not only sins, which mani- 
festly belong to it, but also the conse- 
quences of sin, pain, sorrow, death? The 
fact would be true if we did: for Christ 
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9 rac oO 1 ye- 


1 John i. 13. ch. ii, 29. 


hath abolished death [2 Tim. i. 10]: and 
Estius’s objection need not have any 
weight with us, “mors peccatum non est, 
sed poena peccati, Deum habens auctorem. 
: Destruitur mors per Christum, non 
quod ipsa sit opus diaboli sed quod ex 
opere diaboli justo Dei judicio subsecuta :” 
for even thus considered, it would be im- = 
plicitly one of those works. But the con- ‘ 
text seems to require that we should at all . 
events keep death and the results of sin 
in the background, as no mention is made 
of them here, and sinful works are clearly 
in the Apostle’s mind. These works the 


‘whole gaviowoig of Christ went directly 


to nullify: more especially His Death, in 
which His power over Satan reached its 
highest point,—the bruising of His heel, 
in which he bruised the Enemy’s head :— 
for it was in that, that He won for us 
that acceptance which is sealed by His 
glorification, and in virtue of which the 
Holy Spirit is given us, of whose work in 
us it is said that we wvevpari rac moakec 
TOU owpuaroc Savarodpev, Rom. viii. 13). 

9%} The contrast taken up 
agaim, and from the converse: he that is 
born of God cannot sin: he that does not 
righteousness, is not of God: i.e. is a 
child of the devil. Then we have the 
usual new particular, to give the transi- 
tion note to that which is to follow,— 
including in this last category him that 
loveth not his brother. 


tied 


in, (the 
meaning of this declaration has been 
treated of above, ver. 6. Here we meet 
it in its barest and plainest form—the two 
states, being begotten of God, and sin, ab- 
solutely excluding one another), begause 
j i in, him(i. e. because « 
that new principle of life from which his 
new life has unfolded, which was God’s 
seed deposited in him, abides growing 
there, and precludes the development of 
the old sinful nature. So the majority of 
the better expositors, definmg somewhat 
differently, when they come to explain in 
detail, this germ of spiritual life: Cic.,— | 
Hro (1) rd mvedpa 9 Oia Tov yapioparoe | 
thaBopev, ... 7) (2) kai adbrog 6 xouoréc, 
S¢ évork@v tv Toi¢ mioToic Totet avrove 
viode Os0d: Severus in Cramer’s Catena, 
7 TOU dyiou mvetparoc émipoirnare Ov Ac 
aveyevynOnper : so (1) Liicke, Diisterd. ; 
—‘ Spiritus sanctus et virtus ejus,”’ Calvin, 
Beza; “gratia,” Lyra, Tirinus, Corn.-a- 
lap.; “nativitas spiritualis,” Estius, Lu- 
ther ; “vires regenerationis que a Spiritu 


ie nS, 
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sancto fit,” Seb.-Schmidt; “the power of 
the divine life,” De Wette [= ré mv. rod 
0.]|, Baumg.-Crus., Neander, Erdmann, De 
W.; “the spirit of man new begotten by 
the Spirit of God, in contrast to the flesh,” 
Sander. Some of the ancients understood 
it of the word of God, as m the parable of 
the sower, Matt. xii.3ff. So Clas Alex. 
[but not as exegesis on this passage: at 
least if the passage in Strom. i. 1. 1 be 
meant,—0o Dadouer (Prov. ii. 1)... o7e- 
popevoy tov Aé6yor KpvmTecOar pnvbe 
calazeo ty yy TY TOU parOdvorroc Wuyy, 
Kat a’rn mvevpaticn gureia |, Aug. [ Tract. 
v. § 7, “Semen Dei, id est, verbum Dei: 
unde dixit apostolus, Per evangelium vos 
genui, 1 Cor. iv. 15” ], Bede [h.1.], Lu- 
ther (1), Spener, Grotius, Calov., Bengel, 
Benson, Whitby, Socinus, Schlichting, 
Rosenmiiller, al. This last interpretation 
has been impugned by all the modems, 
= I cannot see that they have made good 

eir_objection: the force of which, as 
stated by Huther and Disterd., amounts 
to this; that the word of God is not so 
much the Seed, as the means whereby the 
begetting to the new life takes place (“das 
Mittel der Crzeugung des neuen Lebens,’” 
Huth.}]. But whether we regard the 
generation of plants, or animal procrea- 
tion, which latter is more in question here, 
what words can more accurately describe 
the office of the seed, than these? and 
what is the word of God but the contin- 


ually abiding and working seed of the new, 
fife, in-the child_of God ? Nay, it, seems 
o.be that exactly of which we are in 
search : not the Holy Spirit, the personal 


agent ; not the power of the new life, the 


thing begotten; but just that which in- 
tervenes between the two, , the 
utterance of God—dropt into the soul of 
iman, taking it up by divine power into 
itself, and_developing the new life con- 
tinually. ‘Lis is in the_most_precise and 
satisfactory sens a oreppa He O00 : 
and on this all Scripture symbolism ig 
agreed: ef. 1 Pet. i. 23, Jamesi.18. In 
act the very passage which is the key 
to this, is John v. 38, rdv Adyov adbrov 
ode éxere pévovra éy viv. Nor should 
any exception have heen taken by Hu- 
ther and Diisterd. to the comparison with 
the parable of the Sower [“twie viele 
altere Ausleger mit ungefdhicter VWer- 
gleichung von Matt. xiii. 3 ff,” Diisterd. J, 
for though the attendant circumstances of 
generation are different, the analogy is the 
same. 

_ There is a novel and extraordinary ren- 

Von. IV. 


dering proposed by Bengel, who, after ex- 
plaining o7épya by “verbum Dei cum 
sua virtute,” says, “vel potius sic: Semen 
Dei, i. e. is qui natus est ex Deo, manet 
in Deo. oréopua, natus. Tales sunt vere 
Dv yy, semen Dei: Mal. ii. 15:”—and 
adopted by Sander,—see above. This 
hardly needs refutation: we can only say 
that any one who can persuade himself 
that ozéoua ad’rov, anarthrous, and loco 
subjecti, can mean 0 é« rov Qe0v yeyevvn- 
Hévoe, has, both philologically and exegeti- 
cally, much yet to learn. The reason 
of this absence of the article is plain: the 
seed is thought of not individually, but 
categorically : q. d., “because seed of His 
abideth in him”) ; j 

(there is no climax in kat ov: if there is 
any, it rests entirely with Sivarar. No 
explaining away of this declaration must 
be attempted, as is done by Corn.-a-lap., 
who understands it of deadly sin; by Aug. 
and Bede, who confine the dyaprdavew 
to the violation of brotherly love: or as 
Grot. “res de qua agitur aliena est ab 
ejusmodi ingenio.” The Apostle is speak- 


ing not pul of the ideal, byt_of the rea} 
state of those born of God: drawing the 


strongest possible contrast between the 
life of God and the life of sin, as excluding 
one another absolutely. And there is no 
contradiction between what is here said 
and ch. i. 8,9; nay, rather that passage 
shews, by the strong desire to be cleansed 
from all sin, which it assumes, the same 
incompatibility as is here insisted on), 


bananas all the expositors, from the first 


times until now, make this 671 more or 
less represent é' dcov, in quantum, quam 
diu, quatenus, and the like. And where 
To év atr@ pévey was the matter to be 
measured, as in ver. 6, no doubt this 
might be: but 76 &« rod Oeod yeyevvnobas 
is an absolute fact, to which an é¢’ décor 
refuses to be applied: it either has been, 
or it has not been: its effect either en- 
dures, or does not endure, And in this 
last consideration lies the true solution of 
the difficulty. As before in ver. 6, so 
now, the Greek perfect is especially to be 
held firm in our exegesis. The Apostle 
does not say ob Obvarar apapravey, brs 
te Tov Oeod éyevwyOn: this would testify 
to a past fact, once for all occurring, 
without any reference to its present per-~ 
manence: but he has said dri é« 7. @. 
yeyévynrat,—because he has abiding in 
him that his birth from God. So. that 
the ép’ dcoy aaa though falling. 
> t 
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far short of the real meaning, has at least 
a feeling after the truth of the Apostle’s 
assertion in it. The abiding force of this 
divine generation in a man, excludes sin 
[qui eam indolem retinebit, non pec- 
cabit,” as Grotius, thus far right]: where 
sin enters, that force does not abide: the 
yeyevvijoOa is in danger of becoming a 
yevynOjvat, a fact in the past instead of a 
fact in the present : a lost life, instead of 
a living life. And so all such passages as 
this, instead of testifying, as Calvin would 
have this one do [“ Johannes non solum 
docet quam efficaciter agat semel Deus in 
homine, sed clare affirmat, Spiritum suum 
gratiam in nobis ad extremum usque per- 
sequi, ut ad vite novitatem inflexibilis 
perseverantia accedat”’], to the doctrine 
of final perseverance of the regenerate, do 
in fact bear witness to the very opposite : 


viz., that, as the Church of tnsland 
teaches, we need God’s special grace ever 
day to keep us in the es oF salvation, 
from ah every act and thought of sin 
uts us in peril of falling away. Jerome, 
advers. Jovin. i. 1, quotes Jovinian as 
maintaining, from this verse, “eos qui 
fuerint baptizati a diabolo non posse ten- 
tari: quicunque autem tentati fuerint, eos 
aqua tantum et non spiritu baptizatos ;” 
which view Liicke ascribes to his desire, 
in a spirit of ethical reform, to bring back 
men’s minds to the fundamental and ideal 
contrasts of Scripture itself. But surely 
in such a case, “a diabolo non posse ten- 
tari” was rather beyond the mark. 
Before leaving this important passage, I 
must quote Diisterdieck’s concluding re- 
marks. “The difference between the 
older and more modern expositors [as 
Liicke, Rickli, De Wette, and Neander | 
lies in this, that the former are more 
anxious to moderate the details of the 
Apostle’s sentiment, and to tone down his 
assertion to the actual life of Christians, 
while the moderns recognize the full pre- 
cision of the text as it stands, but then 
remind us that the ideal truth of the prin- 
ciple announced by St. John continually 
so to speak floats above the actual life of 
believers as their rule and aim, and that, 
in so far, the Apostle’s saying finds in 
such actual life only a relative fulfilment. 
None however of all the expositors, who in 
any way has recognized the ideal character 
of St. John’s view, has overlooked the 
fact, that even in the actual life of all that 
are born of God there is something which 
in full verity answers to the ideal words 
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‘they cannot sin.’ The children of God, 
in whom the divine seed of their eternal 
life abides, have, in reality, a holy privi- 
lege, as Steinhofer says,—they sin not, | 
and they cannot sin, just in proportion as_ 
the new divine life, unconditionally op-— 

posed-to all sin, and manifesting itself in 

godlike righteousness, is present and abides 

in them. Expositors of all theological 
tendencies, in all times, e. g. Didymus, 
c., Est., Schlichting, Luther, Hunnius, 
Seb.-Schmidt, Calov., Bengel, Joachim 

Lange, Rosenm., Liicke, Neander, &c. 

point to this, that the new life of believers, ; 


-veritably begotten by regeneration from 


God, is simply incompatible with sin [av- 
axdAdovboy kai avappooroy, Didymus | ;— 
the life which essentially alienates the 
spirit from all sin [averidexroy apapriag 
Tov vovy Hnuay mroret, We. |, fills it with 
an irreconcileable hate against every sin, 
and urges it to an unceasing conflict against 
all unrighteousness. excellently 

says, that i j ict 

toes i ne but_never . 
throws away his arms_gr eae 
his deadly foe. Sin is SUSU, but no 
longer et ne normal direction of 
life’s energies in the believer is against sin, 
is an_absence of sin, a_no-will-to-sin and 
a no-power-to-sm. He that _is born_of 
God has kecome, from heinga servant of 
sin, g,servant of righteousness: according 
to the divine seed remaining in him, or, 
as St. Paul says, according to the inner 
man [Rom. vii. 15 ff.], he will, and he can 
work only that which is like God,—righte- 
ousness, though the flesh not yet fully 
mortified, rebels and sins: so that even in 
and by the power of the new life sin must 
be ever confessed, forgiveness received 
(ch. i. 8 ff.], the temptation of the evil 
one avoided and overcome [ch. v.18], and 
self-purification and sanctification carried 
on”). 20° “ Epilogus superioris 
argumenti,” as Luther: with the inser- 
tion, in the latter half, of the new particu- 
lar which is to form the argument of the 
next section. But this latter half belongs 
not only to that next section, but to this 
as well: its assertion mde 6 pi) K.7.X., is 
requisite for the carrying out fully of the 
év tovTw, which at the same time looks 
backward and forward: backward, for the 
children of God have already been desig- 
nated by the absence of sin, ver. 9: for- 
ward, for the children of the devil are 
designated below by the presence of sin in 
the second half of the verse. Zitethis 
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0 ver. 2. 

p John viii. 28 
al. fr. 

q ver. 23 reff. 

r ch. i. 5 only. 
Prov. xii. 25. 
XXvi. 16. 


Tac 0 un 
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rel vulg Th] @e-comm Aug Bede. 


(fact, circumstance: im better than dy, 
which gives the idea that this is the only 
sign) Bs gnapilest (it has been asked, to 
whom § ucke, Sander, and Diisterd. say, 
to God’s unerring eye alone. True, in the 
full and deep truth of the saying: but 
surely in degree and proportion to those 
whom the unction from the Holy One 
enables to know all things: in proportion 
as sin is manifested, or hatred and avoid- 
ance of sin is manifested, in a character. 
And the especial sign which follows, the 
sin of hate, is one which is plainly open to 
men’s eyes, at least in its ordinary mani- 


festations) neny up ang enorme nad 
Shildren.of the devil (see these expressions 


explained and vindicated from the charge 
of dualism, above, ver. 8. Cf. John viii. 
44, Acts xiii. 10. Socinus remarks well, 
“Ex Apostoli verbis satis aperte colligi 
potest, quod inter filios Dei et filios dia- 
boli nulli sint homines medii”’): SEES 

i (see ch. 


li. 29: the difference here being that 
dtcatoc. having no art. is more general, 
whereas it was tThv decatoc. there in re- 
ference to the dicatog which was predi- 
cated of God. It is natural that, in a re- 
capitulation, the language should be more 
general, though the same thing is intended) 


(= is not a child of God), 

fie danish -nninhis. hanes (see 

elow, these words pointing on to the next 

Of brotherly love, ag the suyn 

ssence of ducowovrn: as Christ’s 
nd [ver. 11]: whereas in 

thugs ies (12, 13]: ral 

as_ha: i (14, 15 | finding its 

ip Cust (16) 5 Lae 

: T : 


[23], is testified to by the witness 
ts Spit [24]. 

efore entering on ver. 11, the latter 
half of ver. 10 must be considered, as be- 
longing properly, in its sense, to this sec- 
tion, though in arrangement inseparable 
from the last. The «at, which binds on 
the additional particular in the last clause, 


serves, as in ver. 5, to co-ordinate that 
clause with the foregoing: not in this case 
as excluded from the forementioned cate- 
gory, but as one particular, taken out from 
among the general category, and put into 
a co-ordinate position with it. And it is 
thus put, as being the most eminent, and 
most of the nature of a summary, and cri- 
terion, of the rest, of any of those graces 
which are necessarily involved in ducato- 
ovvyn. Aug. beautifully says, “Dilectio 
sola discernit inter filios Dei et filios diaboli. 
Signent se ommes signo crucis Christi: 
respondeant omnes Amen: cantent omnes 
Halleluia: baptizentur omnes, intrent ec- 
clesias, faciant parietes basilicarum: non 
discernuntur filii Dei a filiis diaboli nisi 
caritate.” And this love, thus constituted 
into “magnum indicium, magna discretio” 
[Aug.], is necessarily the family love of 
brother for brother within the limits of 
those who are begotten of God. Univer- 
sal love to man is a Christian grace—but 
it is not that here spoken of: it neither 
answers the description of the dayyédia 
given in ver. 11, nor corresponds to the 
context here in general, the drift of which 
is that a test of our belonging to God’s 
family is our love towards His children 
who are our brethren in that family: cf. 
ch. v. 1 ff. But, while there can be no 
doubt that this is the right understanding 
of the brotherly love here insisted on, we 
incur at once a formal difficulty in apply- 
ing this meaning to the negative or exclu- 
sive side of the test. He who does not 
love his brother, has in strict fact no bro- 
ther to love, for he is not achild of God at 
all. Hence we must understand, strictly 
speaking, rdy adepov avrod in this case 
as importing his hypothetical brother : 
him, who would be, were he himself a true 
child of God, a brother, and if so, neces- 
sarily beloved. That this love does not 
exist in him, demonstrates him not to be 
of God’s family. 

11.] Because (proof that absence of love 
of the brethren excludes from God’s family) 
the message which ye heard from the 
beginning (the announcement which from 
the beginning of the preaching of the Gos- 
pel was made to you. dyyeAta isnot here 
= ivrodn, though that which is cited ts 
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(John) only. Mf dikata. 
Gen. xxii. 10. 


xiv. 16 vat. only. Sir. xxxiv. (xxxi.) 6. 


13. [C! uncertain. | 
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a commandment: but it is an évro\y con- 
veyed in words and by messengers, and 
thus become an dyyeXia) is this (in all 
such sentences as this, the demonstrative 
pronoun which begins them is in reality 
the predicate, and often might in English 
be transposed to the end with advantage), 
that we love one another (on iva, see 
note, ver. 1. It is impossible here, as 
there, to press the strong telic sense. The 
particle carries that combination of pur- 
pose and purport which we have so many 
times had occasion to notice: see e. g., 
note on 1 Cor. xiv. 13). 12, 13.) 
See summary above: example of the first 
instance of the world’s hate, by way of 
contrast. 12,] Not as Cain was of 
the wicked one and slew his brother 
(the construction is elliptic, or rather bra- 
chylogic, for nothing is to be supplied, as 
éouéy [Sander], or ®pev Ex Tov Tovnood, 
as Grot., Liicke, or diligamus, as Corn.-a- 
lap. ; or a relative d¢ before é« 7. zrov. 7y, 
as Beza and Socinus. The construction is 
just as in John vi. 58, and in the passage 
of Demosth. p. 415 a, which Winer ad- 
duces, od yap te modurikij¢ airiac, obd” 
wWcmEp “Aptorop@y ... EXvoe TY To0Bo- 
Anv. It would be simpler, 0d caQwe K div 
Ecpake roy ad. abrov, éx Tov movNpod wr. 
The word opéf{w properly means to kill by 
cutting the throat. It is said to occur in 
LXX and N. T. in the general sense of 
killing [so Diisterd.]; but I cannot find 
any instances which will not bear the pre- 
cise meaning as well as a more general one. 
It is remarkable however, that St. John 
only of N. 'T. writers uses the verb, and 
that in every place there is nothing re- 
quiring the proper sense: so that any in- 
ference from its occurrence here as to the 
manner of Cain’s murder of Abel would be 
unsafe. In é« tod wovnpod jv we have 
a resumption of é« rov dtaBddrov éoriv 
from above, ver. 8: the word aovnpod 
being used probably on account of ra toya 
abrov rovnpa Hv following. Observe, the 
ék Tov mwovnood 7v is the inference from 
that great proof which he gave of it by 


killing his brother: as is also the reason 
given in what follows: see below. So 
that here the assertion of his beg of the 
wicked one is, as above, strictly ethical, 
and in no way physical or dualistic : “Cain 
erat filius non Dei sed diaboli, non gene- 
ratione, sed imitatione et suggestione,” 
Corn.-a-lap.). And for what reason (reff.) 
slew he him? because his [own] works 
were wicked, and those of his brother 
righteous (it has caused some difficulty, 
that no mention of this ethical difference 
is made in the narrative in Genesis. It 
has been supposed, e. g. by Socinus, that 
the Apostle gathers it from God’s differing 
acceptance of the offerings of the two: 
others, as Lyra, have called the ethical 
characters of the two the “ occasio praevia,” 
whereas the immediately exciting cause 
was the “occasio propinqua,” of the mur- 
der. But properly considered, the Apos- 
tle’s assertion here is only a “deductio ex 
concesso.”” Cain murdered his brother: 
therefore he hated him: and hate belongs 
to the children of the evil one,—classes 
him at once among those whose works are 
evil, and who hate those who, like Abel, 
are testified to [ Heb. xi. 4] that they are 
of the children of God who work righte- 
ousness. Whatever might be the exciting 
occasion of the murder, this lay at the root 
—the hatred which the children of the 
devil ever bear to the children of God. 
The various legends, about Cain being the 
child of the serpent by Eve, and the cha- 
racters of Cain and Abel, see in Liicke, 
edn. 3, pp. 317, 318, notes ; and the former 
in Huther, p. 148). 13.] The con- 
nexion with verse 12 is close: the world 
(= the children of the devil) began so, 
and will ever go on as it began. Marvel 
not, brethren, if (no doubt is expressed by 
this et. The hypothesis is set forth as 
actually fulfilled. See on this [originally 
Attic] use of ci after Qavudfw, and like 
verbs, in Kiihner, § 771. Among his ex- 
amples are the following: ob 0% @avpac- 
TOV éoTtY ki OTPATEVOMEVOK K. TOVMY éxEi- 
VOC. «NOY weddOvTwy ... TEpryiyverat, 
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Demosth. p. 24. 23: add’ éxetvo OavpaZu, 
et Aaxedatpoviowe piv Tore... umio THY 
“EMynvicdv Oucaiwy avrnoare vuvi oé 
é«vetre, «.7.X.. ib. p. 52. 48: in both 
which places matters of fact follow the 
ei. Kiihner ascribes the idiom to the At- 
tic urbanity, which loved to give to speech 
a certain tinge of doubt and uncertainty) 
the world hateth you (“ magis esset mira- 
bile si diligerent eos,” says Didymus. This 
verse is in close sequence on the example 
just given: Cain being taken as the proto- 
type and exemplar of such hate). 

14, 15.] See summary above on ver. 11. 
The connexion with the foregoing is very 
close. We learnt from ver. 10, that the 
love of the brethren is that which makes 
manifest the children of God and the chil- 
dren of the devil. And now again, having 
spoken of the hate of the world as a thing 
to be looked for, the Apostle brings up this 
sign as one tending to comfort the child of 
God, and shew him that, notwithstanding 
the world’s hate, he has more to rejoice at 
than to fear from the fact: he is in life, 
they in death. We (Apeis, emphatic: we 
whom the world hates: we, as set over 
against the world) know (see above, ver. 2 
al.: of certain knowledge) that we have 
passed over out of death into life (notice 
' both times the articles after the preposi- 
tions, removing the nouns in this case out 
of the abstract, and giving them a con- 
crete totality—the death, which reigns 
over the unregenerate: the life, which is 
revealed in Christ), because (8tu gives the 
ground and cause, not of the peraeBn- 
capev, but of the otdayev) we love the 
brethren (here distinctly, our Christian 
brethren: the term oi adeAgoi being that 
well-known one by which the body of 
Christians was represented. It is cu- 
rious to follow Diisterdieck in his recension 
of the R.-Cath. and Socinian interpreta- 
tions of this verse, and to see how they 
both run into one in wresting it to their 
own doctrines. First, the former begin 
with oidapev. Lyra would confine it to 
the Apostles ; they knew “ certitudinaliter, 
de hoe per divinam revelationem certifi- 
eati;” but “si ad alios refertur, tum hoc 
scire accipitur pro probabili conjectura.” 
Similarly Corn.-a-lap., Tirinus, and Estius 
[and I may add, Justiniani, even more 
strikingly ; see below], denying that St, 


John speaks of the certainty of assurance 
grounded on faith by the heretics, but 
“de certitudine morali et conjecturali, 
concepta ex testimonio bone conscientie, 
innocentia vite et consolatione Spiritus 
Sancti.” [Justiniani’s words are, “ Recte 
ait (Didymus) nos disciplinabiliter id scire, 
ut formidinem quidem excludat, nihil ta- 
men preter probabilitatem ex scientia 
offerat.” | Estius predicates the knowledge 
indeed simply of Christians respecting all 
the “boni fideles,’ “quorum e numero 
nos esse singuli confidimus.” On the other 
hand Socinus, remarking that the Scripture 
writers [and even our Lord Himself, for 
which he refers to the Beatitudes] often 
“hyperbolicis quibusdam amplificande rei 
causa loquutionibus utuntur,” says of the 
test here proposed, “nam qui tali animo 
est preeditus, vix fieri potest quin alias 
etiam Christianas qualitates habeat, que 
necessariz sunt ad vitam sternam conse- 
quendam.” This remark brings us on 
common ground with the R.-Catholies, who 
would do violence to the express perfect 
tense peraBeBneapey to suit their pur- 
pose. So even Didymus, “quoniam qui 
diligit fratres secundum Deum, ad vitam 
ex morte transit :” [so Justiniani, making 
brotherly love the instrument of our pera- 
Bactc, instead of the sign of its having 
taken place; “amor itaque ex caritate a 
morte nos ad vitam fraducit :’ | so Bede, 
who having explained rightly péeve. éy ry 
Oavarw below, “quod in anima mortui 
omnes in hance lucem nascimur,” goes on 
to say, “in illa utique morte, ,.. si fratres 
perfecte amaret, ewswrgere posset ;” so 
Lyra,— opera ex caritate facta sunt meri- 
toria ;” so the Socinians, e.g. Schlichting 
[“docet quid maxime Deum impellat, ut 
nos ex morte transferre velit in vitam 
eternam”’], adding, as we might expect, 
“dicit transivimus, per enallagen tem- 
poris pro transibimus :” so the rationalists, 
Grotius [“juri ad rem sepe datur nomen 
rei ipsius”], and Carpzov. It is very re- 
markable, that the fine exegetical tact of 
Estius causes him on the one hand to de- 
liver a clear and decided interpretation of 
the verse as it really is [non hic signi- 
ficatur meritum aut omnino causa dicts 
translationis, quasi prius sit, diligere fratres, 
posterius autem, et effectus illius, trans~ 
ferri de morte ad vitam, id est, justificari, 
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Neque enim opera bona precedunt justifi- 
candum, sed sequuntur justificatum, ut 
concinne B. Augustinus dicit, de fid. et op. 
C5 Ak Aiea Je oe Sed causalitas hee referenda 
est ad cognitionem. Nam ex dilectione 
fraterna velut effectu et signo cognoscimus, 
nos de morte ad vitam translatos esse: et 
quantum de illa certi sumus, tantum et de 
isto” ], while his doctrinal bias leads him, 
a few lines after, to strike out the whole 
of this sound exposition by saying, “ Ve- 
runtamen etsi dilectio Dei et proximi jus- 
tificationem nostram totam, cujus initium 
est a fide, nec mereatur, nec precedat, sed 
sub ea comprehendatur tanquam pars ejus, 
impetrat tamen remissionis gratiam, juxta 
verbum Domini Lue. 7, Remittuntur et 
peccata multa quoniam dilexit multwm : 
sed et augende justifications est causa, 
ut qui justus est, opera caritatis exercendo 
sustificetur adhuc, Apoc. ultimo.” I have 
not considered it beside my purpose to 
spend even a long note on recounting the 
above interpretations. It may conduce to 
a right estimate of the doctrines of men 
and churches, and put younger Scripture 
students on their guard, to see the con- 
current habits and tendencies of inter- 
preters apparently so opposite. When Pi- 
late and Herod are friends, we know what 
work is in hand. But as a conclusion, I 
will quote the clear and faithful exposition 
of a greater and better man: “ Quid nos 
scimus P quia transivimus de morte ad 
vitam. Unde scimus? quia diligimus 
fratres. Nemo interroget hominem: re- 
deat unusquisque ad cor suum: si ibi in- 
venerit caritatem fraternam, securus sit 
quia transit [surely, from the whole con- 
text in Aug., this should be ¢transiit or 
transivit | a morte ad vitam, Jam in dex- 
tera est: non adtendat quia modo gloria 
ejus occulta est; cum venerit Dominus, 
tune apparebit in gloria. Viget enim, sed 
adhue in hyeme: yiget radix, sed quasi 
aridi sunt rami: intus est medulla que 
viget, intus sunt folia arborum, intus fruc- 
tus: sed wstatem exspectant.” Aug. Tract. 
in 1 Joan. 5, § 10); he that loveth not 
(there is this time no qualifying object, as 
tov adekpdv: the absence of love from 
the character is the sign spoken of. rév 
added por is right enough as a gloss, but the 
Apostle’s saying is more general), abideth 
in death (éy rp Oavarw; on the art., see 
above: in that realm of death, in which 
all men are by nature: see Bede, quoted 
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above. Here again, the absence of love is 
not the reason, why he remains in death ; 
but the sign of his so remaining. The 
peraBaotg has not past upon him. The 
words have no reference to future death 
any further than as he who is and abides 
in death, can but end in death; ‘ notan- 
dum quod non ait qui non diligit, venturus 
est in mortem, quasi de pcena perpetua 
loqueretur, que restat peccatoribus in futu- 
rum: sed ‘qui non diligit,’ inquit, ‘manet’ 
in morte.” Bede). 15.| Every one 
that hateth his brother is a manslayer (in 
these words, (1) the 6 1 ayamaéy which 
preceded is taken up by mac 6 muody: 
shewing, as most Commentators have re- 
marked, that the two are identical: the 
living spirit of man being incapable of a 
state of indifference: that he who has ba- 
nished brotherly love has in fact abandoned 
himself to the rule of the opposite state. 
Tn the ethical depth of the Apostle’s view, 
love and hate, like light and darkness, life 
and death, necessarily replace, as well as 
necessarily exclude, one another. He who 
has not the one, of necessity has the other 
in each case. (2) he who hates his brother 
is stated to be an avOpwzoxréyvoc. The 
example given, ver. 12, shewed the true 
and normal result of hate: and again in 
the Apostle’s ethical depth of view, as in 
our Lord’s own [Matt. v. 21 ff., 27 ff], 
he who falls under a state, falls under the 
normal results of that state carried out to 
its issue. If a hater be not a murderer, 
the reason does not lie in his hate, but in 
his lack of hate. “Quem odimus, velle- 
mus periisse,’ says Calvin. Some would 
make avOowmoxrdvoc mean, a destroyer of 
his own soul: so Ambrose [partly }, precat. 
ad Missam: Lyra [not Corn.-a-lap., as 
Diisterd. implies], Tirinus. But this, as 
well as the view [Corn.-a-lap., al.] that it 
is the murder of his brother’s soul which 
is intended, “provocando eum ad iram et 
discordiam,”—errs by pressing the refer- 
ence to the example of Cain above. Some 
again, as Sander, would interpret it by a 
reference to John vill. 44, understood as 
pointing to the ruin of Adam by the 
Tempter. But as Diisterd. remarks [re- 
ferring to a paper on John viii. 44, by 
Nitzsch, in the Theolog. Zeitschrift, Berlin, 
1822, Heft. 3, p. 52], far rather should we 
say that this passage throws back a light 
on that passage, and makes it likely that 
the case of Cain and not that of Adam, is 
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there referred to); and ye know that 
every manslayer hath not (is without the 
possession of) eternal life abiding in him 
(oiSare, viz. by your own knowledge of 
what is patent, and axiomatic in itself. We 
must not fall into the error of referring the 
saying to the future lot of the murderer, 
as Bede, “ Etsi hic per fidem inter sanctos 
viveré cernitur, non habet in se perpetuo 
vitam manentem; nam ubi retributionis 
dies advenerit, cum Cain ..., damnabitur :” 
it regards his present state, and is another 
way of saying that he péve: iv rq Oavary, 
ver. 14. Eternal life, which abides in God’s 
children, which is the living growth of the 
seed of God in them, is evidenced by love: 
if the very crown and issue of hate, homi- 
cide, be present, it is utterly impossible 
that this germ of life can be coexistent 
with it; can be firmly implanted and 
abiding (cf. John v. 38] in the man. 

Socinus [and Corn.-a-lap.] gives the syl- 
logism contained in these verses thus: 
“nullus homicida habet vitam eternam in 
se manentem: verum qui fratrem suum 
odit est homicida: ergo qui fratrem suum 
odit, non habet vitam eternam in se ma- 
nentem. Hoe syllogismo probat Apostolus 
eum qui non diligit fratrem suum manere 
in morte”). 16—18.| Description 
and enforcement of true love. “ Exposui 
hactenus et probavi, quod dilectio fratrum 
verissima et optima nota sit discernendi 
filios Dei et filios diaboli. Sed ne quis hic 
loci vel seipsum decipiat, vel ab aliis deci- 
piatur, .... exponendum etiam erit,.... 
que sit vera et christiana caritas.” Seb.- 
Schmidt, in Diisterd. 16. | Example 
of true love in Christ, and enforcement of 
it on us. In this (on év Todt, see above, 
ver. 10, and note, ch. ii. 3) we have the 
knowledge of (éyv@Kapev, “we have ar- 
rived at and possess the apprehension of :” 
ywuoKev implying knowledge as an act 
of the understanding proceeding on in- 
tellectual grounds. Here however it is 
used entirely within the sphere of the 
Christian life of union with Christ. None 
can understand true love as shewn in this 
its highest example, but he who is one 
with Christ, and has felt and does feel that 
love of His in its power on himself. See 
note on ch. ii. 8) love (i.e. what love is: 
the nature of love true and genuine: 
“amoris naturam,”’ Bengel; “veram in- 
dolem amoris,’” Rosenmiiller. And Aug., 
“perfectionem dilectionis dicit, perfectio- 
nem illam quam commendayvimus.” And 
so most of the Commentators. Some have 
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held to the insertion of rod @eo% after 
ayamnyv, which has hardly any authority 
[only one cursive (“52”) vulg. arm-usc]. 
So Beza, Socinus, Whitby, Grot., Seb.- 
Schmidt, Caloy. And others, as Spener, 
Carpzov., Episcopius, though they do not 
read Qcov, yet would supply it, or yprorov, 
in the sense of Rom. y. 8, John iii. 16. 
But there can be but little doubt that the 
other is the right view. The love of God 
to us is not that which would, as such, be 
adduced as a pattern to us of brotherly 
love; it is true that in the depth of the 
matter, all true love is love after that pat- 
tern: but in a passage so logically bound 
together it is much more probable that 
the term common to the two, Christ and 
ourselves, would be, not divine love, which 
as such is peculiar to Him, but love itself 
simply, that of which He has given the 
great example which we are to follow), 
that He (Christ, as the words beyond 
question shew) laid down His life for us 
(Wuxyy riOévar, as “vitam ponere” in 
Latin, to lay aside life, to die: not as 
Grot., who in all the places where it occurs 
maintains that it is only “ vitam objicere 
periculis,” which would entirely enervate 
the Apostle’s saying here. tmép jpev car- 
ries in it and behind it all that we know 
of the nature of the death which is spoken 
of: but the vicariousness and atoning 
power of Christ’s death are not here in 
consideration : it is looked on here as the 
greatest possible proof of love, as in John 
xv. 13. It is the very perversity of un- 
sound reasoning to maintain, as Paulus 
[in Diisterd.], that because our imitation 
of Christ’s example, insisted on below, 
cannot have the virtue commonly ascribed 
to his death, therefore his death had in 
reality no such virtue): and we (mpeis, 
emphatic : we on our part, as followers of 
Christ) ought on behalf of the brethren 
to lay down our lives (on Wuxds, Socinus 
says well: “ Non dicit nos debere animam 
ponere, quasi ut unus pro multis morti sit 
obstrictus, sed animas, quia singuli pro 
singulis mori debemus.” The Apostle states 
the duty generally: and thus stated it is 
clear enough. As Christ did in pursuance 
of His love, so ought we to do in pur- 
suance of ours, bound as we are to Him not 
by the mere force of an outward example, 
but by the power of an inward life. But 
naturally and necessarily the preeept finds 
its application only in those cases where 
our Heavenly Father’s will sets the offer- 
ing of such a sacrifice in the course and, 
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pursuance of our brotherly love, which He 
has ordained, Of such an occasion the 
aor. Osivar gives perhaps a hint: not r- 
Qévat, as a habit of mind ever ready: but 
Oeivat, once for all, on occasion given. It 
is not the place here to enter on, or even 
to enumerate, the various cases of con- 
science which casuists have raised as to 
the question, when a Christian ought to lay 
down his life for a brother. The subject 
will be found discussed in such commen- 
taries as those of Corn.-a-lap., Justiniani, 
Estius, Episcopius ; and a summary is given 
by Diisterdieck h. 1.). 17,] But (“by 
the adversative connexion of ver. 17 with 
ver. 16 the Apostle marks the passage 
from the greater, which is justly demanded 
of us, to the lesser, the violation of which 
is all the more a transgression of the law 
just prescribed.” Diisterd.) whosoever hath 
the world’s sustenance (Bios, as in ch. ii. 
16, and in reff., for that whereon life is 
sustained. Grotius quotes the classical 
proverb, Biog Bio dedpevoc ode Eore Bing. 
(ic. and some others have misunderstood 
Tov Biov Tov Kéopov as if it meant exces- 
sive wealth: (ic. even making rot kécpou 
a gen, of apposition: od rode Biov omavi- 
Zovrag Néyw, adAAG Kai rod brov Tov 
rdcpov oyeddy brapity Exovrag mAovToV. 
And Piscator makes it mean “ victus, cui 
acquirendo mundus est deditus.” But 
there can be little doubt that most Com- 
mentators are right in explaining the ex- 
pression to mean, with Beza, “mundane 
facultates,” “les biens de ce monde ;” as 
K.V., “this world’s good”), and beholdeth 
(Qewpy gives more than the casual sight ; 
it is the standing and looking on as a 
spectator : so that it ever involves not the 
eye only, but the mind also, in the sight: 
it is contemplari, not simply videre. So 
Chrys. Hom. lxxv, in Joh, p. 866, otdev 1 
ypagn eri arpiBovg yrwoewco Oewpiay 
héyerv® éreddy yao rHv aisOicewy Tpa- 
voréoa 9 Oxuc, Oia radrne asl roy axon 
Trapiorno yyaouw. St. John is very fond 
of the word (reff,), and whereyer it occurs, 


this its meaning may be more or less 
traced. There is then in this unmerciful 
man not merely the being aware of, but 
the deliberate contemplation of the dis- 
tress of his brother) his brother having 
need, and shutteth up (by the slight ad- 


dition of “wp,” we faintly represent the , 
force of the Greek aor. kdefoy, as implying | 


that the shutting is then and there done, 
as the result of the contemplation: not a 
mere constitutional hardness of heart, but 
an act of exclusion from sympathy follow- 
ing deliberately on the beholding of his 
brother’s distress) his bowels (= his heart, 
the seat of compassion: as so often in the 
N. T. See reff., and Luke i. 78, 2 Cor. vi. 
12, vii. 15, Phil. i. 8, ii. 1, Philem. 7, 12) 
from him (am adrod is pregnant, as in 
ch. ii. 28, “aversandi notionem habens.” 
There is no Hebraism: nor is any supply 
such as aoorpspopsvog wanted. Agi 
a7é is just as good Greek as eptrrey aro, 
John xii. 86 al. As Diisterd. remarks, the 
fact that a man shuts up his heart against 
his brother, includes in it the fact that that 
brother is excluded from the heart thus 
shut up), how (can it be that; as in ch. 
iv. 20, wo dvvarat dyaray;) doth the 
love of God (i.e. from the very express 
filling out of the thought in ch. iv. 20, 
“love to God ;” not God’s love to us. See 
also ch. ii. 5, where we have the same ex- 
pression and reference to the love of God 
being ina man. The context indeed here 
might seem, as the mention of Christ’s 
love to us has so immediately preceded, to 
require the other meaning; or at least, 
that of “the love whereof God hath set us 
a pattern:” and accordingly both these 
have been held: the former by Luther, in 
his second exposition, and Calov., the lat- 
ter by Socinus and Grotius. But I see not 
how we can escape the force of the pas- 
sages above cited) abide in him (Liicke 
and Diisterd. are disposed to lay a stress 
on the péver here, thereby opening a door 
for the view that the love of God may in- 
deed be in him in some sense, but not as a 
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Tn¢ adnOeiac * eopev, Kal 
2 Chron. xix. 9. 


arm Clem Damase Aug. (13 def.) 
ABCKL rel 40 Thl. 
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§ Joun xviii. 37. see Kom. ii. 8. 
xxv. $2. Luke xxi.36. 2Cor.v.10. 1 Thess. ii, 19. 


Col. iii. 17. 


\ c? , , f > 
aS [«at] ° ev rouTw “-yvwoousba Ort * ek qscenote. 


r2 John 1. 
8 John 1. 
Matt. xxii.16. 
t = John, here only. Matt. 
u = (see note) 2 Cor.v. 11. Gal.i.10 al. 


rec om ry, with d n 13 cc Clem Mc: ins 


rec om ev, with K rel (ic: ins A B(sic: see table at end of 


Prolegg) CLia b gh k1mo 40 Clem Thl. (40 also ins ev bef Aoyw.) 
19. rec ins Ist cat, with CKL rel Syr sah Thl Ee Aug: om AB d 40 vulg syr copt 


Clem. (aXX’ ex rourov a.) 


firm abiding principle; that at all events 
at the moment when he thus shuts up his 
bowels of compassion, it is not abiding in 
him. But this would seem to violate the 
ideal strictness of the Apostle’s teaching, 
and the true sense rather to be, “ How can 
we think of such an one as at all possessing 
the love of God in any proper sense?” 
giving thus much emphasis to péver, but 
not putting it in opposition to éoriy, as 
Liicke does; for it is, in the root, equi- 
valent to it. Here again, many ques- 
tions of casuistry have been raised as to 
the nature and extent of the duty of alms- 
giving, on which it is impossible to enter 
here, and for which I must refer my 
readers as before. The safest answers to 
them all will be found in the Christian 
conscience enlightened by the Holy Spirit, 
guiding the Christian heart warmed by the 
living presence of Christ) ? 18.] Hev- 
hortation to true brotherly love : following 
naturally on the example of the want of it 
given in the last verse. Little children, 
let us not love with word nor yet with 
tongue, but (let us love) in deed and 
truth (there is some little difficulty in as- 
signing these words their several places in 
the contrast. We may notice first, that 
the two former, \éyp and yAWwooy, are 
simple datives of the instrument, whereas 
the two latter are introduced by the prepo- 
sition év, denoting the element in which. 
The true account of the arrangement seems 
to be, that the usual contrast of Aéyw and 
éy ~oyy is more sharply defined by the 
. epexegetic ry yAwooy and éy adnOeia: 
TH yAwooy giving, by making the mere 
bodily member the instrument, more pre- 
cisely the idea of absence of truth than 
even Ady, and [év] ddnOeig more de- 
finitely the idea of its presence than even 
éy éoyw. Similar contrasts are adduced by 
the Commentators from the classics: espe- 
cially from Theognis ; e. g. 973 f., wy poe 
avyp in yAdooy piroc, dAda Kai Epyy" 

Epoty TE oTEvOOL YpHaci T appdrEpa: 
63, adAd Ooxet piv racw dnd yhwoone 
piroc iva: 96, d¢ K. cig yuiaoy Apora, 
ppovy 0 trepa. As-connected with the 


rec (for yywoousOa) yywocouer, with KL rel vulg 


exhortation in this verse, I may cite the 
tradition reported by Jerome in his Com- 
mentary on Gal. vi. 10: “ Beatus Joannes 
Evangelista cum Ephesi moraretur usque 
ad extremam senectutem, et vix inter dis- 
cipulorum manus ad ecclesiam deferretur, 
nec posset in plura vocem verba contexere, 
nihil aliud per singulas solebat proferre 
collectas, nisi hoc: ‘ Filioli, diligite alter- 
utrum.’ Tandem discipuli et fratres qui 
aderant, teedio affecti, quod eadem semper 
audirent, dixerunt: Magister, quare sem- 
per hoc loqueris? Qui respondit dignam 
Joanne sententiam: Quia preeceptum Do- 
inini est, et si solum fiat, sufficit ”’). 
19—24.] See the summary at ver. 11. 
The blessed effects of true brotherly love 
as @ test of the Christian state. 
19, 20} [And ].inthis (on év roirw, see 
above, vy. 10,16. It here refers to what 
had gone before: viz. to the fulfilment of 
the exhortation in ver. 18, as the future 
shews: q. d., which thing if we do,..... 
This has been very generally acknow- 
ledged: some Commentators mentioning, 
but only to repudiate, the connexion with 
what follows, 671i gay «.7.’. Some, as De 
W., refer év rovrw back to vy. 10, 16; 
others, as Liicke, to ver. 14. But to 
whichever of these it is referred, the sense 
is much the same. The context which 
follows is best satisfied by taking it as 
above: see on é& adnOsiac éopéy below) 
Piesiad AenanLon the future, see above. 
tis the result consequent on the fulfil- 
ment of the condition implied in év roury. 
De Wette’s idea, after Bengel, that the rec. 
ywwocoper has been altered to the future 
to suit the following future zreiooper, is 
not to be thought of, in the presence of 
the common formula éy rotrp ywworo- 
perv, ch. ii. 3, iii. 24, [iv. 26,] iv. 13, v. 2. 
The prevalent form was adopted by the 
transcribers, regardless of the future fol- 
lowing) (év TIVES 
éy Tw pH oyw ayaTay, AAG Eoyw Kai 
adnbeia® .... Kai wHo3 0 yap GAXo piv 
héywr, Gro Ot Toy, a7) obppwvor EXwWY 
TP AOyy rv mpakey, Pevorne tori Kai odK 
adnbhe. Ge. But, true as this is, and 


} 
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def.) 


for rac kapdvac, tnv wapdvay Al(originally) B Syr sah Aug: txt A(as 


anciently corrd, perhaps 1. m.) CKL rel Thl Gc Bede. 


self-evident, it does not reach the depth of 
the meaning : as of course do not the many 
rationalistic paraphrases which have been 
given: “congruere evangelio,” Grot., Whit- 
by, &e. To be é« rijg adnOeiac, is a dif- 
ferent matter from to be truthful or true 
men. Estius approaches the meaning, un- 
derstanding ad7Qta to be the truth of God 
in_His promises, and so é« TH¢ aA. éopev 
to mean “are of the number of the elect.” 
Bede’s interpretation, “ex veritate que 
Deus est,” in which Lyra, Tirinus, Calvin, 
all agree, is nearer still : put bad the Apes- 
tle jn Laie his he_surely would have 
written é« rov Jeov. The L an Com- 
mentators have come nearer still, making 
% adHOera to be “yerbum_ veritatis” by 
which we are begotten anew unto God: 
so Luther, Seb.-Schmidt, Calov., Spener, 
Bengel, Liicke, De Wette. But why stop 
pee which after all is ibsolt ée THC 
GAnOetac P why not_mount _up_to the 
édnOera_ itself, that pure_and_objective 
Truth which is the common substratum 


ee 


and essential quality of the Spirit Himself, 
of the Word, of those who are horn of the 
d by the Spir 


it? and thus Diisterd., 
Huther, al.), 


hale bin, ( e. and m and by this same 
sign, shall still the questionings of our 


made. 
tise 


4.20 


hearts before God, by the assurance that 
we are His true children. This meaning 
has been acquiesced in by almost all Com- 
mentators both ancient and modern. 
Ryitzsche algne maintains a different one : 
“EE coram Deo, ie. sec intuiti et 
reveriti, animos nostros flectemus [viz. ad 
amorem vita factisque ostendendum ], quia, 
si animus nos hujus officii preetermissi con- 
demnet, quia major est, inquam, Deus 
animo nostro et omnia scit.” He denies 
that aeigousy is to be referred to éy rovre, 
and, as above, interprets that by the con- 
sideration of God’s greatness and omnisci- 
ence we are to persuade our hearts to love 
in truth. This yiew is impugned and gatis- 
factorjly tec Liicke, on the follow- 
ing grounds: %. that after so solemn an 
exhortation to brotherly love on the 
deepest grounds, it is not likely that the 
Apostle would subjoin another, grounded 
on less deep and more general motives: 
2 that every thing said by way of a 
motive in gupoo0ey adrov has been in- 
cluded in what has been said before: 
3. [And this is the weightiest objection of 


all, enlarged on and pressed further by 
Diisterdieck ] in this case rac kapdiac here 
must denote the heart ag the seat of the 
affections, whereas in ver. 20 1) kapdia 
must denote the heart as the seat of the 


conscience. Whereas oe te commen 
iew, kapdia is, throughout, the heart ag 


the seat of the conscience, giving rise 
there to peace or to terror, according as it 
is at rest or in disquietude: nearly as Thl., 
TEioopEev THY CvYEiONOLY 7UwY, TOTO yap 
Bobderar onpaivery Ova rac Kapdiag :— 
only that this view of the ¢dentity of the 
conscience with the capdia is not correct. 
St. John uses kap8Sta for the innermost 
seat of our feelings and passions : of alarm 
[John xiv. 1, 27], of mourning [xvi. 6], 
of joy [xvi. 22], it was into the capdia of 
Judas that the devil put the intent of be- 
traying the Lord [xiii. 2]: and the kapdia 
here is the inward judge of the man,— 
whose office is, so to say, promoted by 
the conscience, accusing or else excusing 
[Rom. ii. 15]. Then, as to meloopev, 
there is no need to give to the verb any 
unusual meaning. It does not mean 
“quiet ” or “assure,” except in so far as 
its ordinary import, “persuade,” takes 
this tinge from the context. And so it is, 
in every instance cited by the Commenta- 
tors for this unusual meaning: e.g. in 
Matt. xxviii. 14, Acts xii. 20, and reff.: 
in Jos. Antt. vi. 5. 6, where Samuel #z- 
toxveirat Kal Tapacadécew Tov Oedy cuy- 
yvovat wepi To’Twy adbroicg Kai meioew: 
in the passage in Plutarch, where one says 
arodoimny & pH of TimwoNnocaipny, and 
the other answers, aaodoimny ei pn oe 
Teitayat. 

J{_must be plain from what has been 
said, that the future weicouer jis not, on 
account of ¢umpooer ro be taken 
as referring to the future da t, 
as some [e.g. Benson, Liicke, De Wette ] 
have done. In ch. iv. 17, which is in 
some respects parallel with this, that day 
is expressly named: whereas in our pas- 
sage, an equally clear indication is given, 
by the parallelism of yrwodueOa and zei- 
comer, that no such reference is intended. 


éumpooVev avrod is not, at His appeari g, 
but, im His sjght, as placed before His all- 
seeing eye: we Umd Oe pdpruor, as Cc., 
though misunderstanding the whole : see 
above: so Aug. [“ante Deum es: inter- 
roga cor tuum.... si persuademus cordi 
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ore pelGwv éoriv Oo eo T dla . v l 4 w (see note) 
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20. caraywywones Lf k n 13. 


nostro, coram ipso persuadeamus ”’}, Bede, 
Corn.-a-lap., Luther, Calov., Bengel, Ne- 
ander, Huther, Sander, Erdmann, Diisterd. 
It may be remarked finally, that by éu- 
mpooGev avrov being thus put first, it has 
evidently the emphasis : and this is impor- 
tant for that which follows. @.} 


takes. “ this matter of the persuading ou 
hearts shoes God, and shews its true un- 

ortance and rationale. This is carried on 
in the following verses, hut ss phere and in. 
ver. 91 placed as its ground. If our heart, 
éumpoo0ey avrov, judges us unfavourably 
—we may be quite sure tee tie knowing 


D i} 


: 20 nea 
us not, again fumpoo0ev abrov, judging 
‘and seging in. seeing in the light_of His. coun- 
tenance, then we know that we are at one 
uth fin, and, those consequences follow, 

which are set forth in ver. 22. 
But hefore arriving at_this sense, there 
are several difficulties of no slight weight 
© be overcome. With these it will be 
-best to deal, before translating the verse. 


Three incipal questions must .be an- 
swered. (a) What is the first 3ru? (2.)What 
is the second Br ? 3. What is the mean- 

y 1,°2. Some monstra of 
exegesis must first be eliminated. It has 
been tried to make 6 bc ay, 


6 = 

a wpemosse r.” For this is quoted Sam. 
Andrea, of whom I can discover nothing. 
This of course is impossible: as it_is like- 
wise to make it = &ri1édy [Nosselt, al. ]. 
Equally impracticable are the endeavours 
to alter the text; by striking out the 2nd 
Sr as Grot., or making this one into éru 
[H. Stephanus, Priceeus, Piscator]. Again 
it is quite out of the question to supply 
before the second 671, “eheu nobis,” as 
Episcopius,—“ scimus, aut scire debemus,” 


as Calov., al. Of other interpretations, 
pao fay requiring notice 1s that upheld 
y De Wette, and pronounced the only 
tenable one by Briickner, which would 
make the second 67. independent. of the 
first, and regard it as containing the reason 
of the final clause, kai ywoone wayra. 
jecti is is, not the «al before 
yivwoxet, which would be natural enough, 
—because God is greater than our heart, 
it follows that ... ;” such an apodosis 
being very commonly introduced by rai,— 
but,1) thesense thus obtained, which would 
be illogical, as it would not follow, because 
God is greater than our heart, that He 
knows all things : and.2) that brought by 


om 2nd or: A d 13 al vulg coptt (ce Aug Bede: 
for Ooc, kuptog C. 


Diisterd., the exceeding harshness and 
clumsiness thus introduced_into the style, 
whereas St. John is singularly lucid, and 
has but very few inversions, none indeed at 
all approaching the harshness of this. Ben- 
gel, Hoogeveen, Morus, Nésselt, Baume.- 
Crus., Huther, regard the first 67: as the 
pronoun relative, 6 rv: “ coram ipso secura 
reddemus corda nostra quocunque tandem 
crimine damnat nos cor,” as Hoogeveen. 
The objection to this is not N. T. usage, 
as alleged, e.g. by Diisterdieck against 
Scric gay, for we read bcric éay Gal. v. 10 
in Lachmann’s text, and #jrig tay Acts iii. 
23 in Tischendorf’s: but sense, context, 
and analogy. Sens e,—for itwould surely be} | 
qmonstrous to make the ee ee postle say that_if | 
we have brotherly love, we may make our- 
selves easy, whatever else our consciences |} 
accuse _us of: context,—for in this sen- 
ence no logical reason would thus be given 
by the following 671, which Hoog. renders 
quia: analogy, as shewn in the parallelism 
tay karaywwory and tdy pn) Karayiwi- 


oxy, which we thus altogether destroy. 
nother interpretation is given, and, as 
usual, defended with extreme fervency and 


ag pa 


bitterness against those .who..differ, by. 
Sander. He would make the whole of* 
ver. 20 depend on év..rovrw.yumaousa’ 


By Kis we 


know’ > 


and on mésigoysy [some others had done * shafl fers 


the same before, e. g. Meyer. See also 
Erdmann below]; and regard it. 

y thus loving in 
c., and_shall 


uu oubled_ with th 
second ort, and offers to his readers the 
alternative of erasing it with Lachmann or 
reading gre with Stephens | is.greater than 


our_heart_and_knoweth all things: i. e. 
fnows us tobe His childrens and better 
than we seem to ourselves. With this in 
bor Sy en ee “ Hoe igitur 


apostolus dicit: filiis Dei, si forte in pec- 
cata inciderint, et conscientiz accusatione 
perterriti fuerint, quum e conscientia vere 
caritatis erga Deum et fratres pro certo 
sciant se ex veritate esse, viteeque novita- 
tem in Dei patris societate accepisse, per- 
suasum fore, 7d karaywvuoKey, conscien- 
tie magnitudine et potestate gratis 
divine illoque Dei ywooney ravra 
superari.” 
But how any exegete of tact and discern- [ 

ment can hold this, I am _at_a_loss_to 
imagine. Leaving for the present the 


question respecting the sense of peiZwv 


But this brings us to conside 
eaning of the words peiLov éotiv 6 Beds 
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Job xxvii. 10. see 2 Cor. iii. 12. vii.4. Heb. iii. 6. 


21. for cay, ay A. 


éoriv «.7T.A., gan we conceive t st 


Sayaite so loosely as this—“ we shall per- 
suade our hearts, that if our heart con- 


oe 


demn.us...?” For, ipthis case, the 
caydtas of the former clause has ng con- 

m with the capdia of the latter, but, 
as Hrdmann confesses, is equivalent to 
44a¢ avrovc, whereas in the latter, capdia 


is the “ conscientia reatus.” And besides, 
the. zéioouey has already had its emphati 
campletio nin the words gumpooVey avrov, ° 


declaring its meaning to be absolute, and 
preventing its passing on to the $rr. 

¢ would seem then that the first -oKt 
cannot be “that,” but must be gaysal. 
And if the first, then the second, which, 
as far as I know, no one has attempted to 
render “that” after rendering the other 
because.” ow th is the repetiti 
£9 pa intonpretes P The first_67e fur- 
fishes the reason for introducing the 
clause: what purpose is served by the 
second? ‘The old scholium says, ro dev- 
Téooy OTL mapéAKet. And so several of the 
Commentators, adducing instances of _a 
repeated and superfluous 671 from Xenoph. 
Anab. v. 6. 19, Aéyovow Gru, Ei 7)... 5 
Ore kuvdvvevoee . . . .: and so Anab. vii. 
4.5: Eph. ii. 11,12in N. T, But in all 
these » places Oru is “that,” not Because :” 
nor can an instance be produced of the 
repetition of a causal ér:. This resource 
thus seems taken from us. The second 
ére must have its distinct place and mean- 


‘ing assigned it. And, reserving the con- 


sideration of the meaning thus obtained, 


till we treat of wetZwy éoriv «.7.X.,—there | 


is one legitimate way of taking it, which 
does not seem to haye _been suggested : 
Vid. that there is.an®ellipsi D 

substantive before the 2nd drt, and that 
the clause, thus introduced, forms the’apo- 
dosis to the édy «.7.A.: “because if our 
heart condemns us, [itis] because God, 
&e.” Instances of similar ellipses after 
éi or dy are of course common enough : 
el Tic ty Xplor, Katy?) Kriotc, 2 Cor. v. 
17: cite drip Titov, Kowwrdg ude x. ete 
bpac ouvvepydc’ ire adEAGOl rpHv, a7d- 
oro\ot éxxAnowwy, ddéa yousrov. Nearer 
to the point is 2 Cor. i. 6, eire OABdsueOa, 
uméto rie bpwy owrnoiag: 1 Cor. xiv. 27, 
ire yAwooy Tic Nadel, card dbo... . 
)) the 


gf (+4 


z=Rom.v.1l. 2 Cor. vii. 4. 


rec ins Ist yywy, with CKL rel vulg syrr coptt Thl Ge 
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THS Kapdias Tpov Kal yweoKer mdvra. 
Two ways of taking them have been pre- 
valent: GES ancients régarded them as in- 
tensifying the tay karaywooKny nyo 1) 
kapdia: as the Schol. in Cramer’s Catena, 


——— 


Castalio, Estius, Calov., Semler, Liicke, 
Neander, al. On the other hand, Luther, 
Bengel, Morus, Spener, Nosselt, Rickh, 
Baumg.-Crus., Sander, Besser, Diisterd., 
Huther, Erdmann, regard them _as_con- 
solatory in their tendency, and as_soften- 
ing our self-condemnation by the comfort- 
ing thought of God’s greatness and infinite 
mercy. rdmann remarks, “ Respondet 


his sententia S. Pauli ad Rom. v. 20 sq. = 


ov O& émdedvacey 1) Apapria, UmEpETEDIC- 
cevoev 1 xdptc. Luther ad h. |. dicit: 
Das Gewwiffen ift ein eingiger Dropfen, 
der verfobnte Gott aber ift ein Meer voller 
Sroftes.” He compares John xxi. 17, 
kvote, o0 Tavta oldac, ob ywwwoKec bre 
PAW oF. 

But beautiful and true as this is, and the 
similar considerations Which have been 
urged by others of the above Commen- 
tators, it_is to me very doubtful whether 
they find any place in the context here. 


That, cqntext appears tostand thus. The 
Apostle in” ver. Sa at by the 
presence of genuine love we shall know 


that we are of the truth, and shall per- 
suade our hearts in God’s presence. He 
the roceeds to enlarge on. this per- 
swading our hearts, in general. our 
heart condemn us, what does it import ? 
af our heart acquit us, what? The éay 
kataywwoky, and the éav pr) Karaywo- 
oxy, are plainly and necessarily opposed, 
both in hypothesis and in result. 
consolatory view of ver. 20 is taken, en 
fhe ceietel result _of NX. 30, 21 will pe, 
whether our heart condemn us or not, we 
have comfort and assurance : and then 
what would be the import of weicoper rac 
kapdlac ijpoy at all? Batu the other 
interpretation, taken with some modifica- 
tions; all will be clear. I say, taken with 
some modifications : because the sense has 


If the 
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22. for sav, av B a m Orig. 
Cypr Lucif. 


been much obscured by the introduction of 
the particular case treated in ver. 18 into 
the general statements of vv. 20, 21. Itis 
not, If our heart condemn us for want of 
“Brotherly love, as Liicke for instance, calling 
it a statement ‘e contrario’ to ver. 19: but 
this test is dropped, and the general subject 
ofthe testimony of our hearts is entered 
tipon. Thus we get the context and ren- 
dering, as follows) : because (q. d., and this 
EurpooGev adbrov méioat Tac Kapdiac nuaYy 
is for us a vital matter, seeing that con- 
demnation and acquittal by our own hearts 
bring each such a weighty conclusion 
with it) i (notice the 
words yywoouela.... kaTayivwoKy.... 
ayvecnce: for the meaning, see reff. It is 
ord especially : ia 
sciousness : ~ “7, 


nears te 
ounded on the fact, that) G 


Ds : 


n= 


ramece Téo«, for which this verse renders_a 
“© reason, | ing of inestimable im- 


at 


(there is no adversative particle, 
ecause ayamnroi throws up the contrast 
quite strongly enough, as introducing the 
very matter on which the context lays the 
emphasis, viz., the réicar Tac «. Hor) i 


PU hGALl. (0 it will stand, whether » a 
e read or Peer ccaccra cca agence 


ards God (reff.: said gene- 

rally : not wi irect reference to that 
which follows ver. 22, which indeed is 
one form of this confidence: see ch. v. 14, 
where the connexion is similar. The con- 
dence here spoken of is of cqurse present, 
not future in the day of ju ent, as Hs- 
tius. mpos Tov Oedv, with reference to 


God: but more than that: to_God-ward, 


imo ect as turned towards and looking 
to God. It must be remembered that 


the words are said in the full light of the 
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rr a Pm «¢ b . ‘ | em > a ee —! Cc? me | 
O EaVv  alTwUEY Aap Bavouev am avuTov, oT Tac EvTOAdG John xvi. 23 


b = Matt. vii.8. 


xxi, 22 al. fr. ech. ii. 3 reff, 


AapBavopey Ak m, accipiemus vulg syr coptt 
ree (for az’) rao’, with KL rel Orig Thl Gc: txt ABC a 13. 


eality_of the Christian state,—where the 
heart is awakened and en lightened, and the 
testimony of the Spirit is active: where 
the heart’s own deceit does not come into 
consideration as a disturbing element) 
(such another rai as <thoh n yer 10 aoxe, 
where, after rac 6 pn Trowy dtkatoourny 
ovK éqriv ik Tov Osov, we have Kal 6 p17} 
ayaray Tov adedpoy avrod, i.e. after the 
general statement, cai introduced the par- 
ticular instance in which the general truth 
was carried forward. So here: By dwell- 


ing and walking in love, we can alone gain 
that approval of our conscience as God’s 
children, which brings real confidence in 
Him pod real intercommunion i 

which is a result and proof of that con- 


fidence) whatseaveh WG. Ail. jpe..xecelve 
(pres. : not for future, as Grot. The Apostle 


is setting forth actual matter of fact) 

Him. (these words must be taken in all 
their simplicity, without capricious and ar- 
bitrary limitations. Like all the sayings of 
St. John, they proceed on the ideal truth 
of the Christian state. “The child of 
God,” as Huther says, “ask for nothing, 


which is against the will of its Father”), 
because (ground of the above NapPavopev) 


we keen H 


see Exod. xv. 26; also Deut. vi. 18, xii. 25, 


Ezra x. 11, Isa. xxxviii. 3. It is added, 
not as epexegetical of rag éyto\de abrov 
Tnoovpev, as Sander, but as Disterd., to 
connect with His granting our prayers, 


since our lives are in accord with His good 


pleasure. Tempore brings us ‘f 

seep difficulty of our verse, wherein 
it would seem at first sight as if the grant- 
ing_of our prayers by God depended, as 


its meritorious efficient, on our keeping of 
His_commandments and doing that which 
pleases Him. And so some of the RG 
tholic expositors here: Corn.-a-lap., wit 

the curious peculiarity of distinguishing 
rac évtoddc adrov rnoeiy, the keeping of 
the moral law of the decalogue, from ra 
apsora tvwr. abrov moveiv, the doing of 
*consilia evangelica, viz. continentia, obe- 
dientia et paupertas,” the observance of 
which goes “augere gratiam Dei et me- 
rita.” This is refuted by the parallelism, 
in which [see above] the second clause 
takes up the first and applies it to the 
matter in hand. And it is further refuted 
by the usage of the expression ra dapeora, 
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f gee.itte John vi. 29, 89. (xv. 8.) xvii.3al. John only. gw. dat. of Gvou. here only. of pers. = John 
viii. 81 (7), h ver. 11 rei. J 5 


tnopwpev AK 40. 


i John xi, 57. xii. 49, xiii. 34 only. Sir. xlv. 


23. for mucrevowper, meorevwpev AC af 113 Thi; -opey c: txt BKL rel Cc. 


om rov viov A al, : om ovopare Tov viov 13; Tw ww, omg Tw ovoparTt, d. : 
om npty KL rel 40: ins ABC a m 13 ce vulg copt Thl c-ms Lucif Bede. 


Adis. 


by which never “consilia evangelica,” but 
always things ethically pleasing to God, as 
commanded by Him, are denoted: cf. John 
viii. 29, Rom. xii. 1, xiv. 18, 2 Cor. v. 9, 
Eph. v. 10, Phil. iv. 18, Col. iii. 20. Estius 
again has pressed the words as against the 
heretics, who say “omnia justorum opera 
esse peccata ;” “nisi,” he adds, “ dicant, 
quod absque blasphemia dici non potest, 
eccata esse Deo placitia.” t po’ re 

: ond elsewhere the solution fet 
As_very_easy, if separated from the party 
words of theology, and viewed in the light 
of Scripture itself. Out of Christ, there 
are no good works at all: entrance into 
Christ is not_won nor merited by them. 
Th Christ, every work done_of sate is 
good. apd is pleasmg to God. The domg 
of such works is the working of the life of 
Christ in us: they are its sign, they its 
fruits: they are not of us, but of it and of 
Him. They are the measure of our Chris- 
tian life: according to their abundance, 
so is our access to God, so is our reward 
from God: for they are the steps of our 
likeness to God. Whatever is attributed 
to them as an efficient cause, is attributed 
not to us, but to Him whose fruits they 
are. Because Christ is thus manifested in 


us, God ns our prayers, which He only 
hears for ist.s sake: because His Spirit 
works thus abundantly inus, He listens to 
our prayer, which in that measure has be- 
come the voice of His Spirit. So that no 
degree of efficacy attributed to the good 
works of the child of God need surprise 
us: it is God recognizing, God vindicating, 
God multiplying, God glorifying, His own 
(work in us. So that when, e. g., Corn.-a- 
lap. says, “ congruum est et congrua merces 
obedientiz et amicitia, ut si homo faciat 
voluntatem Dei, Deus vicissim faciat vo- 
luntatem hominis,” all we can reply is that 
such a duality, such a reciprocity, does not 
exist for Christians: we are in God, He in 
us: and this St. John continually insists 
on. We have no claim ab extra: He works 
in us to do of His good pleasure: and the 
works which He works, which we work, 


: detail). 


ploTw 


manifest before Him, and before all, that 

we are His children. The 6 édv airdpev, 

AapBavomev, I reserve to be treated of on 

ch. v. 14, 15, where it is set forth more in 

33.) Summing up of all these 
2 Stee aos Cael 


commandments wm 


And (see «ai similarly used, 

ch. i. 5, 11, 17, ver. 3) Bi 
(“singulari numero mandatum premisit, 
et duo subsequentia adjungit mandata, 
fidem scilicet et dilectionem, quia nimirum 
hee ab invicem separari nequeunt. Neque 
enim sine fide Christi recte nos alterutrum 
diligere, neque vere in nomine Jesu Christi 
sine dilectione possumus credere,” Bede: 
and (e., éyovreg évroAny, iva ry miorer 
TH éy Tp dvdpare Tov viod adrod Ino. xo. 
adyaTpev addjdove) J i t (see on 
iva, ver. 11 aor., being 
one act of receptive faith) the name (this 
unusual expression, rane paamemgape (iis 
[reff.], is well explained by Calvin and 
Beza,—“ nomen ad _ predicationem re- 
spicit :” so that, as Seb.-Schmidt, it is 
“credere merito, satisfactioni, omnibusque 
promissionibus Christi et de Christo :” to 
believe the Gospel message concerning 
Him, and Him as living in it, in all His 
fulness. We have similar expressions, 
muorevey TH yoady, John ii. 22; roic 
Phpact, v. 47 3 TH akoy, xii. a allatis 
co rm a sth abit), Sxgp.as.He 
t (some Commen- 
tators have referred these words to both 
muorevowpmsy and ayara@pev, and under- 
stood 6 Qedg as the subject of tdweer. 
So Estius, Hunnius, Bengel, Sander. But 
this would seem to introduce too much of 
a tautology: ‘“God’s commandment. is, 
that we should, &..... as He gave us 
commandment.” It seems more natural, 
with the generality of Commentators, to 
understand Christ as the subject to fdwxey, 
and by the commandment, John xiii. 34, 
xv. 12, xvi. 17). 24a.| General re- 
twrn, with reference to what has been said 
in the last verses, to the great key-note of 
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EK TOU \ch. ii. 8 reff. 
m Matt. xii. 33. 


ch. iv. 6. 
i Ri i n acts ee AB: 
Tavevpate “qmiorevete, xis. 


1 Thess. iv. 8. 


, ii. 7 reff. q =1Cor. xii. 10. xiv. 12, 32. 


24. edwxev bef nury K ab dm o Ath Cyr Thi Gc lat-ff. 


the Epistle, pévere tv abr@, with which 
the former part of it concluded, ch. ii. 28. 
This keeping of His (God’s) command- 
ments is the abiding in God: this of which 
brotherly love is the first and most illus- 
trious example and summary. So that the 
exhortation given at the beginning of this 
portion of the Epistle i is still in the Apostle’s 
mind, as again ch. iv. 15, 16, and. 1 v. 205 
oe aes We 6,7. 6 O. Lf 


eander, al., hold that adroéc, 
avrw@ are to be referred to Christ. And 
no doubt they would be perfectly true, 
and according to our Lord’s own words, 
when thus applied® cf. John xiv. 15, xv. 5 ff. 
Still, from the context [ef. on @dwrer be- 
low |, it is better to refer them to the chief 
subject, viz. to God. In the sense, the 
difference is not important. It is one of 
the most difficult questions in the exegesis 
of this-most difficult of Epistles, to assign 
such expressions as the present definitely 
to their precise personal object). 

24b.] And of one part of this mutual in- 
dwelling there is a sign and token, given 
us by God Himself, viz. the Holy Spirit. 
By the mention of the Spirit, the Apostle 
makes these words the note of transition 
to the subject of the next section, ch. iv. 
1—6, which is parenthetical, of the dis- 
cerning of true and false spirits, and after 
which the main subject of brotherly love 
is resumed again. Andina this weil the 
children of God; not as the R.-Cath. ex- 
positors, Lyra, Corn. -a-lap., Estius, the 
Apostles, or the apostolic church, only) 


finch. (the change of construction is un- 
It arises from the Apostle having 


combined together two ways of speaking 
in this connexion,—éyv roirw YivooKoper, 
O7t..., see vv. 16, 19, and é« rowvrov 
yevsonopey, ch. iv. 16. The knowledge is 
tv rovry, in this element or department 
of fact, and it is é« rowrov, derived from, 
as its source, that which follows) j 
Pini lain Boxer, aor.; at a certain 

ime, by a definite act, viz. on the day of 
Pentecost, when the Father bestowed the 
Holy Spirit on the Church. And this 


2dwxer is one sign that the whole is to be 
referred to the Father: seeing that our 
Lord. says, Kayo puro TOV marépa Kai 
Gov rapakrytov Sooe spiv ... 7d 
mvevpa THe adnOeiacg, John xiv. 16. This 
indwelling Spirit of God is to the child of 
God the spring and source of his spiritual 
life, the sure token of his sonship, Rom. 
viii. 14, 15, Gal. iv. 6, and of his union 
with God in Christ). 

Cuap. IV. 1—6.] Warning against, 
and criteria whereby to distinguish, false 
teaching. This passage takes up again, 
with reference to this portion of the Epistle, 
the similar warning given in the former 
portion, ch. ii. 18 ff. It is intimately con- 
nected with what has immediately pre- 
ceded. By brotherly love we are to know 
that we are of the truth, ch. iii. 19,—and 
the token that He abideth in usis to be the 
Spirit which He gave us. This Spirit, the 
Spirit of Truth, it becomes then all-im- 
portant for us to be able to distinguish, 
and not to be led astray by any false 
spirits pretending to his character and 
office. Such false spirits there are, which 
are not of God, but of the world, and 
which make up that spirit of antichrist, of 
which prophecy had already spoken. 

1.] Beloved (so verse 7, and ch. iii. 2, 21, 
marking a transition to a subject on which 
the Apostle affectionately bespeaks their 
earnest attention), believe not every spirit 
(the expressions may mvedpa, Ta rved- 
para, indicating plurality of spirits, are 
to be explained by the fact that both the 
Spirit of Truth and the spirit of error 
speak by the spirits of men who are their 
organs. So we have, in reference to pro- 
phecy, 1 Cor. xiv. 32, mvedpara mpogn- 
TOY TooPHTatc VToracoera. By the na- 
ture of the testimony of the human spirits, 
we shall know whether they are of God 
or not; whether they are organs of the 
avevpa THC adnOsiac or of the rvedpa 
ric wAavyne. It will be observed that this 
interpretation of wav mvevpa, and the 
Apostle’s way of speaking, rest on the as- 
sumption of there being One Spirit of 
Truth, from God, and one spirit of error, 
from the world ; as opposed to all rational- 
izing interpretations, such as “ sensus ho- 
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1. 1Cor.iv.21. év o., Rom. ii. 28 reff. see John i. 14. 


w ch. ii.3 reff. 


Cuav. LV. 1. ins ravra bef ra mvevpara K. : 
2. yiwwoxeran (itacism) Kb ed f g hj k mo al vulg Syr Cyr Thi Did-lat Aug Bede. 


xocrov bef uoovy C: om xp. a 13. 


Thdrt ; venisse vulg Iren-lat Cypr. 


minis aliquo modo inspiratus,” Socinus ; 
“doctrina,’ Episcopius: as opposed also 
to all figurative understanding of the word, 
as Caly., “metonymice accipio pro eo qui 
spiritus dono se preeditum esse jactat ad 
obeundum prophetiz munus,” Beza, Grot., 
Whitby, Wolf, and even Liicke, who ex- 
plains it by Aadovytec iv wvedpart. It 
is not the men themselves, but their 
spirits as the vehicles of God’s Spirit or 
the spirit of antichrist, that are in ques- 
tion. In muorevete, some have seen 
a figure drawn from the physical meaning 
of rvevpa ; so Corn.-a-lap.,— Respicit ad 
nautas, qui non credunt omni spiritui, id 
est, vento.” But this is far-fetched and 
unlikely, in the universal acceptance of 
the spiritual meaning of both words), but 
try the spirits (this Soxupdfev is enjoined 
not on the “ ecclesia in suis prelatis,” as 
Estius and the R.-Cath. expositors, but on 
all believers, as even he reluctantly ad- 
mits : and the test is one of plain matter 
of fact, of which any one can be judge. 
The Church by her rulers is the authorita- 
tive assertor of this doe:pacia in the shape 
of official adoption or rejection, but only 
as moved by her component faithful mem- 
bers, according to whose sense those her 
formularies are drawn, of which her 
authorities are the exponents) whether 
they are of God (bear the character of an 
origin from Him): because (ground for 
the necessity of this trial) many false-pro- 
phets (= wodAol dvrixyororot, ch. ii, 18: 
Toodynrat, not as foretelling future things, 
but as the mouthpieces of the mvedpa 
which inspires them. Cf. 2 Pet. ii. 1, 
where the N. T. false teachers are called 
WevdodWaoxadrot, and compared to the O. 
T. Wevdorpopyrar) are gone forth (scil. 
from him who sent them: even as Jesus 
Himself is said, John viii. 42, xiii. 3, xvi. 
27, 28, #eXndAvOEvac from God. Or we 
may take it as in ch. ii. 19, && apuov 
t€H\00v,—from the Church: but the 
other is more likely. Socinus and Grotius 
take it of “prodire ad munus suscipien- 


above). 


for eAndvOora, eknrvOevar B al, 


dum :” but it certainly means more than 
this) into the world (cf. John xvi. 28, 
which tends to fix the é«\nd\tOacow 
2,3a.] Test, whereby the 
spirits are to be tried. In this (see above, 
ch. iii, 10, &c.) ye know (apprehend, re- 
cognize. ‘yiweoKete is taken as impera- 
tive, on account of the preceding miorevere 
and dokiaZere, by Huther, De Wette, 
Liicke [most Commentators do not touch 
it]. But on account of the very frequent 
éy rovT@ yivworoper, I should let analogy 
prevail, and take it as indicative) the 
Spirit of God (the Holy Spirit, present, 
inspiring, and working in men’s spirits). 
Every spirit which confesseth (“spiritui 
tribuitur actio que hominis est per spi- 
ritum.” Schlichting. The confession is 
necessarily, from the context here, not the 
genuine and ascertained agreement of lips 
and life, but the outward and open profes- 
sion of faith: see 2 John 7—10, where 
TavuTny thy dWayny.... Pepe is its 
equivalent) Jesus Christ come in the flesh 
(I. ye. primary predicate: éy caoxi tdy- 
AvOora, secondary predicate: == "I. yo. 
éoxopevoy év-capki, 2 John 7. Cf. the 
same arrangement of predicates 1 Cor. i. 
23, Knpvaoouer youoToy écravowpévor : 
2 Cor. iv. 5, enpvooopuey yproroy "Inoody 
ctiorov. In all these cases it is important 
to observe, that the construction is not equi- 
valent to an accusative with an infinitive, 
"L. xptoroy év capki tAnArvOévar. If it 
were, the confession, or the preaching, 
would be simply of the fact announced: 
whereas in each case it is the Person 
who is the object or primary predicate : 
the participle carrying the attributive or 
secondary predicate. This is abundantly 
shewn here, by the adversative clause, 
where it is simply p17) éu0Xoyody rdv ’In- 
covv. ‘The confession required is, “ Jesus 
Christ come in the flesh ;” EAnrvOwe 
here standing midway between the épy6- 
pevoc of 2 John 7, which is altogether 
timeless, and the é\@wy of ch. v. 6, which 
is purely historical. This perfect gives 
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the present endurance of a past historical 
fact. If we enquire what that fact 
is, we are met by two widely divergent 
interpretations. On the one side we have 
the Socinian view, which, while it keeps to 
the strict philological sense of the words, 
év capxt and épxeoOar [see below], dis- 
torts the meaning to bring the Apostle into 
accord with the tenets of that school: e.g, 
Socinus: “Jesum Christum, i. e. Jesum 
qui dicitur Christus, non modo mortalem 
hominem fuisse, sed etiam innumeris malis 
et denique ipsi cruentz morti obnoxium :” 
and Grotius,—“non cum regia pompa et 
exercitibus, sed in statu humili, abjecto, 
tnultisque malis ac postremum cruci ob- 
noxio.” But no such sense of éy capxi 
can be or has been attempted to be ad- 
duced. On the other hand we have many 
of the orthodox expositors, who strive to 
make the words not implicative only, but 
directly assertive of the Incarnation. So 
Piscator, who plainly asserts that év capkt 
= «ic capxa: so others who waver be- 
tween éy and éic, e. g. Hunnius,—“ tune 
venire in carne dicitur Jesus Christus, 
_ quando Aédyog ex sua velut arcana sede 
prodiens assumta visibili carne se in terris 
manifestat:” so Bengel [apparently ], al. 
And among this number must proxi- 
mately be reckoned Augustine, who intro- 
duces in the train of the Incarnation the 
death and redeeming love of Christ, and 
makes the confession or denial depend on 
“caritatem habere:” “Deus erat et in 
carne venit : Deus enim mori non poterat, 
caro mori poterat : ideo ergo venit in carne 
ut moreretur pro nobis. Quemadmodum 
autem mortuus est pro nobis ?. Majorem 
Vou. IV. 


hac caritatem nemo habet, quam ut ani- 
mam suam ponat pro amicis suis. Caritas 
ergo illum adduxit ad crucem. Quisquis 
ergo non habet caritatem, negat Christum 
in carne venisse.” As between these two, 
the recent Commentators, Liicke, De 
Wette, Diisterd., Huther, appear to have 
taken the right path, in keeping év strictly 
to its proper meaning, ‘77,’ ‘ clothed with,’ 
== dua, ch. v. 6: and gpyeoc¥at also to 
its proper meaning, to “come forward,” 
“appear,” “prodire:” and in inter- 
preting the words as directed against the 
Docete, who maintained that the Son of 
God had only an apparent, not a real hu- 
man body. I cannot however agree 
in Huther’s view, that 'Incovv is here to 
be taken alone as the object, and youoroy 
éy oaoxi én. together as predicate : 
Jesus as Christ come in the flesh. For 
first, it would*be against the usage of our 
Apostle, see ch. v. 1, 6, in this case, to 
leave out the article before youordy : se- 
condly, *Inoovr xororéy thus in conjunc- 
tion, could hardly but express the joint 
Name so well known: and thirdly, fhe 
sense required, that Jesus is the Christ, is 
assumed, by the very juxtaposition of the 
names. The words imply the pre-exist- 
ence and incarnation by their very terms : 
but they do not assert these doctrines, 
only the verity of our Lord’s human na- 
ture), is of God (has its origin and inspi< 
ration from Him by His Spirit). 

3 a.] ex adverso: and every spirit which 
does not confess (as Huther rightly re- 
marks, pi sets forth, not only the non- 
confession as matter of fact, but the oppo- 
sition to, the denegation of the confession : 

KX 
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q. d. “refuseth to confess”) Jesus (rév 
*Ingovy, in the complex of all that He is 
and has become, involved as it is in His 
having come in the flesh), is not of God. 
Some notice must be taken of the re- 
markable reading 6 Ave riv ‘Inoody. 
The words of Socrates [see Digest | hardly 
seem to amount. to an absolute assertion 
that the reading was found in any mss. 
extant in his time, and it appears to have 
been regarded rather as an interpretation 
against the Nestorians than as a part of 
the ancient text. Bengel says well of it, 
“humanam potius artem quam apostoli- 
cam redolet sapientiam.” The appearance 
of it in the vulgate is remarkable, seeing 
that not one of our present mss. has it, 
and not one version besides. 3 b.] 
This has been already virtually explained 
on ch. ii, 18. And this is the [spirit] (so 
nearly all the Commentators supply the 
ellipsis, and rightly. Episcopius, Valla, 
Zeger, the R.-Cath. Mayer, and Huther, 
render it, this is “proprium antichristi.” 
But this would not surely be rd rod ayri- 
xotorov, but rod dyrixypiorov only. None 
of the passages cited by Huther touch the 
point, Matt. xxi. 21, rd rij¢ cunije, “ this 
of the fig-tree ;” 1 Cor. x. 24, 7d row 
érépov, “that which belongs to his bro- 
ther ;” 2 Pet, ii, 22, rd rig mapotpiag, 
“that of the proverb ;” James iv. 14, rd 
Tho avpioyv, “the event of to-morrow.” 
In every one of these the genitive belongs 
to the subject: but Huther would attach 
it to the predicate, “hoc est proprium 
antichristi,”’ in which case I cannot see 
how the article could be there. Besides, 
the 6 d«nkdare bri éoxerar would be awk- 


wardly said as applied merely to an ab- 
stract fact, the ré p) dpodoyeiy rdyv "Iy- 
oovr, to which it must be referred if rovro 
is subject, and the genitive imports pro- 
prium antichristi) [of] which yehaveheard 
(the reference is not to ch. ii. 18 [x«od- 
care] but to the course of their Christian 
instruction in which this had been taught 
them) that it cometh (the present used as 
so often of that which is a thing fixed and 
determined, without any reference to 
time: “that it should come” of the E. V. 
is in sense very good, but does not quite 
suit the perf. axnkdare, which seems 
grammatically in English to require “ that 
it shall come:” “that it must come” 
would perhaps be better), and now it is 
(not, now is: this éotiv is not dependent 
on the preceding drs, but introduces a 
fresh assertion) in the world already (viz., 
in the person of these pevdoroopyrat, who 
are its organs). 4.] Ye (so we had 
tpeis ch. ii, 24, 27: his readers clearly 
and sharply set against the antichristian 
teachers) are of God, little children (thus 
he ever speaks to his readers, as being 
children of God, see ch. iti. 1 ff., 13° ff., 19, 
24, &c.), and have overcome (there need 
not be any evading or softening of this 
perfect : see ch. ii. 14. It is faith out- 
running sight: the victory is certain in 
Him who said ya vevienea tov xdcpor, 
John xvi. ult. The ground of this as- 
surance follows) them (attovs, the false 
prophets, thus identified with antichrist. 
The vulg. has the unjustified reading ewm, 
which is naturally referred to antichrist 
[Aug., Bede, and the R.-C. expositors ge- 
nerally]; to the world, “ devincendo con- 
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cupiscentiam,” by Lyra; to “ antichrist 
and the world,’ by Erasmus), because 
greater is He [that is] in you than he 
[that is] in the world. 6 év wpiv is 
most naturally understood of Gop, seeing 
that é« ro sot éoré preceded ; for he who 
is & tov Geov has God dwelling in him. 
Though, as Diisterd. remarks, it matters 
not much whether we take it thus, or of 
the indwelling of God by His Spirit, or of 
the life of Christ in believers. The former 
of these is taken by Liicke, al., the latter 
by Aug., Bede, Grot., Corn. *a-lap., al. 
6 év TO Koope is the devil, the 
prince of this world. Having said this, he 
proceeds in the next verse to identify 
these false prophets with the «cdcpog of 
which he has spoken. 5.] They are 
of the world (this description is not ethical, 
as Socinus and Grot.,—“ affectus habent, 
quales habet mundus, i. e. pars longe 
maxima humani generis: amant splendo- 
rem hujus vite, opulentiam et voluptates:” 
—but betokens the origin and source of 
that which they are and teach, as é« row 
Oeov éoré did on the other side. That 
origin and source is the world, unregene- 
rate human nature, ruled over and pos- 
sessed by the devil, the prince of this 
world) : for this cause they speak of (not 
concerning, but of, as out of and from ; 
the material of what they say being cosmic: 
“ex mundi vita et sensu sermones suos 
promunt,” Bengel) the world, and the 
world heareth them (loving as it does its 
own, who are of it, John xv. 18, from 
which our verse is mainly taken : see also 
John viii. 47, xviii. 37). 6.] con- 
trast. We (emphatic, as opposed to them ; 
but who are meant? The Apostles and 
their companions in the ministry, or all 
believers? Or again, allteachers of God’s 
truth, the Apostles included ? It is hardly 
likely that the wider meaning has place 
here, seeing that 1) he has before said 
bpeic ix rou Osod éoré, and 2) he is here 
opposing one set of teachers to another. 
On the other hand, it is not likely that he 
should confine what is said to the Apostles 
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only: such as are mentioned with praise in 
3 John 5—8 would surely be included) 
are of God (see above): he that knoweth 
(pres.: apprehendeth: hath any faculty 
for the knowledge of. The Apostle sets 6 
yiweoKev tov Gedv in the place of 6 dy 
é« tov Qeov, as belonging more imme- 
diately to the matter in hand, the hearing, 
and receiving more knowledge. This y:- 
vooksy Tov Osdy, the apprehension and 
recognition of God, isthe peculiar property | 
of God’s children, not any natural faculty 
in which one unrenewed man differs from 
another. All rationalistic interpretations 
of these words, e. g., that of Socinus, 
Schlichting, al. “animi probitas et stu- 
dium ea faciendi que Deo probantur,” are 
quite beside the purpose) God heareth us: 
he who is not of God doth not hear us 
(here we must remember carefully, what 
the context is, and what its purpose. The 
Apostle is giving a test to distinguish, not 
the children of God from those who are 
not children of God, but the spirit of truth 
from the spirit of error, as is clear from 
the words following. And this he does by 
saying that in the case of the teachers of 
the truth, they are heard and received by 
those who apprehend God, but refused by 
those who are not of God. It is evident 
then that these two terms here, 6 ytvwo- 
kwy rov Gedy, and O¢ ovK EoTLY EK TOD 
Ged, represent two patent matters of fact, 
—two classes open and patent to all: one 
of them identical with the cécpuoc¢ above : 
the other consisting of those of whom it is 
said above, éyvweare Tov maripa,... 
éyvweate TOY am’ apxne, ch. ii. 18, 14, 
How these two classes are what they are, 
it is not the purpose of this passage to set 
forth, nor need we here enquire: we have 
elsewhere tests to distinguish them, ch. iii. 
9, 10, and have there gone into that other 
question. We have a striking parallel, in 
fact the key to these words, in the saying 
of our Lord to Pilate, John xviii. 37). 

From this (viz., not, as Diisterd., al., the 
whole foregoing train of cir cumstances ; 

nor, those tests proposed in vy. 2, 3: but 
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the facts set forth in vv. 5, 6: the recep- 
tion of the false teachers by the world: 
the reception of the true teachers by those 
that apprehend God, and their rejection by 
those who are not of God: as Schlichting, 
who however means the words in his ra- 
tionalistic sense, ‘ex assensu et dissensu 
proborum et improborum.” The same 
point is touched by our Lord in John x. 8, 
aN’ obk HKovoay ab’rov Ta modBara) We 
know (in this unemphatic first person the 
Apostle includes his readers: we, all God’s 
children. ywookopev, distinguish, recog- 
nize, as so often) the Spirit of truth (the 
Spirit that cometh of God and teacheth 
truth: see reff.) and the spirit of error 
(the spirit that cometh of the devil, teach- 
ing lies and seducing men into error: see 
ch. i. 8, ii. 26). 

7—21.] The Apostle again takes up his 
exhortations to brotherly love, but this 
time in nearer and deeper connexion with 
our birth from God, and knowledge of Him 
who is Himself Love, vv. 7, 8. This last 
fact he proves by what God has done for 
us in and by His Son, vv. 9—16: and es- 
tablishes the necessary connexion between 
love to God and love to man, vv. 17—21. 

The passage is in connexion with 
what went before, but by links at first 
sight not very apparent. The great theme 
of the whole was enounced ch. 11.29. The 
consideration of that has passed into the 
consideration of that dicatootyn in its 
highest and purest form of love, which has 
been recommended, and grounded on His 
love to us, in ch. iii, 11—18, where the 
testimony of our hearts came in, and was 
explained—the great test of His presence in 
us being the gift of His Spirit, ch. iii. ult. 
Then from the necessity of distinguishing 
and being sure of that His Spirit, have 
been inserted the foregoing tests and cau- 
tions respecting truth and error. And 
now he returns to the main subject. The 
yiwwoker TOV Ody, &e TOU Oeod éorty and 
yeyévynrat, the taking up again of God’s 
love to us in Christ at ver. 9 from ch. iii. 
16, the reiteration of the testimony of the 
Spirit in ver. 13, all serve to shew that 
we are reading no collection of spiritual 
apophthegms, but a close and connected 
argument, though not in an ordinary style. 

7, 8.] Beloved (as before, marks the 
fervency and affection of the Apostle turn- 


ing to his readers with another solemn 
exhortation. Here the word is especially 
appropriate, seeing that his own heart is 
full of that love which he is enjoining), let 
us love one another: because (he at once 
rests the exhortation on the deepest ground) 
love (m aydry, abstract, in the widest 
sense, as the following words shew) is from 
God (has its origin andsource in God: He 
is the wellspring and centre of all love. 


‘No such weakening as “ Deo maxime pla- 


cet ” [Grot.], must be thought of. It is 
remarkable that Didymus understood 
ayamn here of Christ,—ijyvriva ob« G\Xnv 
elvat vopiotéoy 7 TOY povoyEri, WoTED 
Ocov é« Oeod, obTW Kai dyarny &E ayarne 
évra :—and Augustine, fitting together 
*Dilectio est ex Deo,” and “ Dilectio est 
Deus,” infers that “ Dilectio est Deus ex 
Deo,” which comparing with Rom. v. 5, 
he infers that love is the Holy Spirit: 
Tract. vii. 6): and every one that loveth 
(there is no need to supply an object after 
ayan@y, as Tov Oedy in A, “his brother ” 
as some latt., and Liicke: indeed to do so 
would be to narrow the general sense of 
the Apostle’s saying: all loveis from God: 
every one that loveth, taking the word of 
course in its pure ideal sense in which the 
assertion follows from the former), hath 
been begotten of God (has truly received 
within him that new spiritual life which 
is of God: see note on ch. ii. 29), and 
knoweth (pres.: in his daily walk and 
habit, recognizes and is acquainted with 
God : by virtue of that his divine birth and 
life) God: 8.] (Contrast, but with 
some remarkable variations) he that loveth 
not (general, as before: no object: he that 
hath not love in him) hath never known 
God (aor.: hath not once known: has 
never had in him even the beginnings of 
knowledge of God: as Liicke, “nod) gar nicht 
fennen gelernt hat.” So that the aorist 
makes a far stronger contrast than the pre- 
sent od yevwoxee would. That is excluded, 
and much more) ; because (reason why he 
who loveth not can never have known God. 
Sr cannot well be “that,” dependent on 
éyvw, as e. g. Tirinus [cited by Diisterd. ] 
seems tomakeit: “non novit, saltem prac- 
tice non ostendit se nosse et agnoscere, 
Deum esse ... caritatem:” in that case 
it would be either ob« fyyw, dre 5 Osdc 
++. Or obK yyw Tov Osdy, Ott ay. éorir) 
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God is love (aydan, not 7) dyamn: love is 
the very essence, not merely an attribute, 
of God. It is co-essential with Him : He 
is all love, love is all of Him: he who has 
not love, has not God. It is not the 
place here to enter on the theological im- 
port of this weighty and wonderful sen- 
tence. It will be found set forth in Au- 
gustine, de Trinitate, ix. 2: in Sartorius, 
die Lehre von der heiligen Liebe, i. 1, and 
in the first of my Sermons on divine Love, 
which are founded on Sartorius’s work. 
Diisterd. refers also to Nitzsch, iiber die 
wesentliche Dreieinigkeit Gottes, in the 
Studien u. Kritiken for 1841, 2, p. 337: 
and Liebner,.Christologie, p. 135. 

But it may be necessary to put in a caution 
against all inadequate and shallow expla- 
nations of the saying: such as that of 
Grotius (after Socinus), “Deus est plenus 
caritate,”—Benson, “‘ God is the most be- 
nevolent of all beings: full of love to all 
His creatures,’—Whitby, “The Apostle 
intends not to express what God is in his 
essence . . but what He is demonstrativé, 
évepynticwc, shewing great philanthropy 
to men :” Hammond, “God is made up of 
love and kindness to mankind :” Calvin, 
“hoe est quod ejus natura sit, homines 
diligere . . . de essentia Dei non loquitur, 
sed tantum docet qualis a nobis sentiatur :” 
&e. &e. In all these,—in the two last by 
supplying an object, “homines,” which is 
not in the sacred text,—the whole force of 
the axiom as it stands in the Apostle’s ar- 
gument is lost. Unless he is speaking of 
the essential being of God, quorsum perti- 
neat, to say that he that loveth not never 
knew God, because “God is love?” Put 
for these last words, “God is loving,” and 
we get at once a fallacy of an undistributed 
middle: He that loveth not never knew 
what love is: God is loving: but what 
would follow? that in as far as God is 
loving, he never knew Him: but he may 
have known Him in as far as He is just, 
or powerful. But take 0 Qs0¢ ayarn 
toriv of God’s essential being,—as a strict 
definition of God, and the argumentation 
will be strict: He that loveth not never 
knew love: God is love [the terms are co- 
essential and co-extensive]: therefore he 
who loveth not never. knew God). 


9, 10.] Proof of this as far as we are con- 
cerned, in God’s sending His Son to save 
us. In this (viz. which follows: the drt 
is the apodosis, as in ch. iii. 16) the love 
of God was manifested in regard to us 
(év piv must be taken with the verb, not 
with % a&yamy, which in this case [ pace 
Huther: being the case of a particular 
manifestation of that which has been be- 
fore generally stated. The combination of 
anarthrous predicatory clauses only takes 
place when the whole will bear running 
together into one idea, as roig cuptotg- 
kard-aapca] would require the article » 
éy npiv. Many Commentators have thus 
wrongly connected it, and in consequence 
have been compelled to distort év into eis: 
so Luther, Seb.-Schmidt, Spener, Beza, 
Socinus, Schlichting, Episcop., Grot., Ben- 
son, Neander, al. Bengel has fallen into the 
former fault, though not into the latter: 
“amor Dei qui nunc im nobis est, per om- 
nem experientiam spiritualem.’ This is 
upheld also by Sander, who defends it by 
Gal, i. 16, where a totally different matter 
is treated of. Connected then with 
the verb, it must not be taken as = éle, 
but as in reff., especially John ix. 3, where 
the same phrase occurs : “in,” i.e. “in the 
matter of,” in regard of: cf. ver. 16 be- 
low: the manifestation not being made to 
us as its spectators, but in our persons and 
cases, as its “materies.” piv, communi- 
cative, believers in general), that God hath 
sent (perf. The manifestation is regarded 
as one act, done implicitly when God sent 
His Son: but the sending is regarded in 
its present abiding effects, which have 
changed all things since it took place) His 
only begotten Son into the world, that 
we might live through Him (no words 
can be plainer than these and need less 
explanation to any one acquainted with 
St. John. The endeavours of the old ra- 
tionalists, Socinus, Schlichting, Grotius, to 
escape from the assertion of Christ’s pri- 
existence, by rendering ei¢ rov Koop. “ad 
mundum,” povoy., “dilectissimum,” &e., 
may be seen in Diisterd. He well remarks, 
“Such expositors may naturally be ex- 
pected to give an answer to the question, 
how a Christ so understood could be our 
life [ver. 9], our atonement [ver. 10], or 
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our salvation [ver. 14].” The two 
emphatic words in the sentence are povo- 
yer) and fjowpev. This was the proof, 
that sucH a Son of God was sent, that we 
might LIVE). 10.] The same proof 
particularized in its highest and noblest 
point, the atonement: and at the same 
time this brought out, that the love mani- 
fested by it was all on God’s side, none on 
ours: was love to us when we were ene- 
mies, Rom. v. 8, and therefore all the 
greater. Ch. ili. 16 is very similar: except 
that there it is Christ’s personal love to 
us: here the Father’s, in sending His 
Son. In this is love (“in this case,” 
“in this matter,” “herein,” zs, ‘2s found,’ 
‘exists, % dydmy, Love; in the abstract: 
“herein is Love,’ as H. V. This interpre- 
tation is necessary, on account of the dis- 
junction which follows. If 1 ayaan meant, 
the love of God just spoken of, then it 
would be irrelevant to subjoin that this 
love was not our love to Him but His to 
us. Mc.’s comment is in the main right, 
though inaccurately expressed: éy rovrw 
Osixvurat bre dyadwn éoriv 6 Oedc), not 
that (the 8ru is the usual one, introducing 
the apodosis for which the éy rodrw pre- 
pares us: and ov« denies this. ‘In this 
is love, not in the fact that..., but in 
the fact that” .... Thus taken, there 
is no difficulty whatever in the sentence: 
cf. John xii. 6, 2 Cor. vii. 9. Some Com- 
mentators have missed this, and thus found 
a difficulty. “ody ore [non quasi] pro bri 
ob« [quasi non],” says Grotius: but does 
not make his meaning very plain. Ro- 
senm., who takes the transposition, explains 
it, “ Quod, quamvis nos non amavissemus 
Deum, ille tamen amaret nos.” Justiniani 
takes bre as “because” both times, and 
regards the apodosis as beginning at cai 
améoretkev) We loved God (the aor., cor- 
responding to the aor. below, marks the 
verb as referring to an indefinite time past 
—no act of love of ours to God at any 
time done furnishes this example of love, 
but an act of His towards us. It is not 
the nature of our love to God, as con- 
trasted with His to us, of which the clause 
treats, but the non-existence of the one 
love as set against the historical manifesta- 
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tion of the other. Again that “He loved 
us, though we did not love Him,” is so far 
in the words as it is given by the context 
[see above |, but is not the meaning of the 
words themselves), but that He loved us 
(aor., referring again to an act of Love, 


which is now specified), and (proved this 


love in that He) sent His Son a propitia- 
tion (see on ch. ii. 2) for (see ibid.) our 
sins (His death being therein implied, by 
which that propitiation was wrought, Eph. 
i. 7: and that, God’s giving His own Son 
to death for us, being the greatest and 
crowning act of divine Love). 11.] 
Application to ourselves of this example, 
as a motive to brotherly love. Strictly 
parallel with the latter part of ch. iii. 16, 
where the same ethical inference is drawn 
with regard to the example of Christ Him- 
self. Beloved (the Apostle’s usual intro- 
duction of a fervent and solemn address, 
vv. 1, 7, al.), if (this ei with an indicative is 
very difficult to give exactly in English. 
It is not on the one hand any expression 
of uncertainty: but neither on the other 
is it = “since,” or “seeing that.” We 
may call it a certainty put in the shape of 
a doubt, that the hearer’s mind may grasp 
the certainty for itself, not take it from 
the speaker. “If [it be true that] ...” is 
perhaps the nearest English filling up of 
the sense) God so loved us (so namely as 
detailed in ver. 10, which and which alone, 
by the catch-word 4 ya7noev in the aorist, 
is pointed at), we also ought to love one 
another (the kat does not belong to the 
dpe(Aopev, but purely to the 2petc,— 
“we, on our side.” But on what does 
the obligation, asserted in dgeihoper, rest ? 
Clearly, on that relation to God and one 
another implied by being children of God, 
tx Osod yeyevvinoOa, which runs through 
all this section of the Epistle. If we are 
of God, that love which is in Him, and 
which He is, will be in us, will make us 
like Him, causing us to love those who are 
begotten of Him, ch. v. 1, 2. And of this 
love, our apprehension of His Love to us 
will be the motive and the measure). 

12.| God hath no one ever beheld (what 
is the connexion of these words, so sud- 
denly and startlingly introduced ? It is evi- 
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dent that ver. 12 is connected with ver. 
11, by the words tay dyaw@pev addAHdove, 
taking up again dgeidopey adAHAove aya- 
mg¢v. But it is also evident that it is con- 
nected with ver. 13 by the éy npiv pévee, 
x.7.’. And it is further plain, that these 
words, Oedv obdsic wore reVéarat, must 
have some close reference to dAAHAove 
ayangy, seeing that they stand between 
those words in ver. 11, and the resump- 
tion of them in ver. 12. It would appear 
by this, that the idea of connecting them 
with psig reOedueOa, ver. 14, in the 
sense, “but we have truly beheld,” &c., as 
Carpzoy., is a mistake. (ic. [and similarly 
Thl. and Aretius] takes it as if some ob- 
jector were introduced,—axdrovPor 0 Hv 
simeiv Tiva, kai w60ev TovTo éyELC TEpI 
moayparwy abedrwy Kai avepixrwy, Kai 
OraBeBarote nae ole pHymw Tig Eyvwxe; and 
that the Apostle, cuvrpixwy roig obrw dé- 
yovet nat Kai abroc bri Oedy piv oddeic 
EWPAKE TUTOTE, CUMGHM Kai adToc. GAN 
ge THC Big AMAHAove ayaTne noi yivo- 
oxopev Ore 6 Od ev Hpiv got. But of 
this objection there is not the slightest 
trace in the text: and had the Apostle in- 
tended to adduce such an one, he would, 
as Diisterd. well observes, have replied to 
it not from the effect of our love to one 
another, but from the facts of the mission 
and ministry of the Son of God. Of the 
remaining Commentators, there are two 
great divisions. The first consists of those 
who take the axiom as referring forward 
to 6 Oed¢ év piv péver: i.e. our inner 
communion of life with God whom we 
have not seen must be realized and will be 
realized, by love towards one another: so 
the Scholl., I..—6é déparoc Oed¢ K. av- 
&pucroc dud Tipe elg GAAHAovE ayamne tv 
Hpiv péver, and I1.,—rovro oby carop0w- 
GEL, gnoiv, » ayanrn, TO evoikov npiv 
yeviaOar Ocdv, dv obdsic murore TePEaTaL. 
And so Hunnius, Seb.-Schmidt, Spener, 
Joach. Lange, Socinus, Grot., Rosenm., 
Baumg.-Crus., Rickli, Neander, De Wette, 
Sander, Diisterd., Huther, al. Diisterd. 
quotes Rickli’s representation of this view 
as the best: “To behold God,—to per- 
ceive Him immediately and according to 
His infinite divine essence, is given to no 
man here: we cannot apprehend God: 
but then in the highest and the best man- 
ner do we perceive Him inwardly, as His 
true children, if we love one another, for 
then God abideth in us.” And all this is 
most true. But I would submit that al- 
though it might explain ver. 12 and what 
follows, it does not explain the place of 


cipally. i. 14, 
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ver. 12 in the context at all. How comes 
the Apostle thus suddenly to introduce this 
axiom and what follows it? Clearly, vv. 
11 and 14 are connected: the same strain 
of argument is going on, and it is most 
improbable that a thought thus foreign to 
that argument would be introduced into 
the midst of it. Obviously, this is a great 
defect in this interpretation. Let us turn 
to the other, and see whether we have it 
supplied. It takes the words as saying 
this: “ We cannot immediately return to 
the invisible God the love which He has 
shewn to us: for no man has ever seen 
Him: i.e. He is not to be seen by any. 
But if we love our brethren, whom we do 
see, God abides in us, we are His children, 
objects of His love, and so, by love to our 
brethren, love to God is perfected in us.” 
[Liicke.] And thus or nearly thus, Corn.- 
a-lap., Mayer, Schlichting, Episcopius, 
Bengel, Whitby, G. Lange, Jachmann. 

Now this interpretation, as above 
given, has the merit of being linked 
to what went before, by our inability to 
return God’s love: but I must feel that 
Diisterd.’s objection to it is fatal: it gives 
a sense wholly alien from St. John’s habit 
of thought, in alleging that we cannot 
return God’s love, and further alien in 
giving as a reason for this inability, that 
He is invisible. It would be a most un- 
justifiable use of ver. 20, to convert it 
thus and make it say that we cannot love 
God whom we have not seen. 

Thus it appears that each view has some- 
thing to recommend it, each something to 
discommend it. Is there no third way to 
be found? In examining ver. 11, we find 
an unexpected substitution, et obrwe¢ 6 Oed¢ 
Hyarnser Hpac, Kai ypeic dpeihoper | not 
rov Ody; but] adAHovg ayargv. Why 
so? Here, ver. 20 will guide us to an 
answer, if rightly used. Not, because we 
cannot love God whom we have not seen: 
but because the exponents of God whom 
we have not seen are our brethren whom 
we do see. And the Apostle, in substituting 
addAndrove, does not for a moment drop or 
set aside the higher rd @sdx, but in fact 
leads up to it by putting its lower and 
visible objects before us. And then ver. 
12 comes in as an explanation, an apology 
as it were, for this substitution, in the fol- 
lowing manner: dAAnjAovs dyarqy, I say : 
for the love to God, which is our épeAn, is 
love towards one whom we have never seen, 
and cannot exist in us [as ver. 20] unless 
by and with its lower degrees as manifested 
towards our brethren whom we have seen. 
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By our love to them are we to know, how 
far we have love to Him: if that be pre- 
sent, He dwelleth in us, and » ayary 
avrov rereXewwpéivn toriv éy quiv. And 
thus [see below] the way is prepared for 
vv. 15, 16, which take up and bring to 
a conclusion the reasoning): if we love 
one another, God abideth in us (for the 
reason already stated in ver. 8, and re- 
stated in immediate connexion with this 
very matter in ver. 16, that God is Love, 
and every one that loveth is born of God, 
knows God, abides in God and God in 
him), and (simply the copula; not as Cal- 
vin, “copulam accipit causalis particule 
loco”) the love of Him (i.e. } dydry 
avrov, as in ch. il. 5, where we had the 
same expression, owr love to Him, not, as 
Beza, Bengel, Sander, al., His love to us. 
- This is evident not merely from ch. ii. 5, 
but from the context here : see it explained 
above, and remember that it is our love to 
God which is here the subject, as evinced 
by our love to our brethren, This is further 
shewn by the recurrence of the same ex- 
pression in ver. 17, éy rovrw reredsiwrat 
 ayann pel’ nywov, and ver. 18, 0 ¢go- 
Bovpevog ob reredeiwrar ty TH ayaTy. 
And so the majority of Commentators. 
Calvin proposes as a possible alternative, 
“ caritas, quam nobis inspirat.” Socinus 
yenders “dilectio quam ipse: Deus nobis 
preescripsit.” But both these are forced, 
and agree neither with usage nor with the 
context) is perfected (see note ch. ii. 5. 
Here, as there, it signifies, has reached its 
full maturity: the ayamgy addAndoue being 
the token and measure of it. The form 
rereAXewpévy éorir, like all resolved forms 
of verbal tenses, brings out more strongly 
the peculiar temporal force of the verb 
substantive united with the import of the 
participle as a predicate. Hence in this 
ease, the present sense always contained 
in the perfect, predominates, and there is 
more reason than ever for rendering “is,” 
not “hath been”’) in us (on the view above 
maintained of 1) dyamn avrov, év Hptv 
keeps its primary and obvious sense, “i 
us,” “within us,” as in ch, ii. 5). 
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13.] In this we know, that we are 

abiding in Him and He in us, because 

He hath given us of His Spirit (nearly 

repeated from ch. iii. 24. But why intro- 

duced here? In the former verse, the 

Jact of His abiding in us was assured to 

us, if we love one another. Of this fact, 

when thus loving, we need a token. Him 

we cannot see: has He given us any tes- 

timony of His presence in us? He has 

given us such a testimony, in making us 

partakers of His Holy Spirit. This fact it 

is to which the Apostle here calls our at- 
tention, as proving not the external fact of 

the sending of the Son [ver. 14], but one 

within ourselves,—the indwelling of God 

in us, and our abiding in Him. It is ob- 

vious that all inferences from the expres- 

sion é« tov wv. against the personality 

of the Holy Ghost are quite beside the 

purpose: compare Acts ii. 17 with Joel 

ili. 1. We each have the indwelling of 

one and the same personal Spirit, but each 

according to our measure, 1 Cor. xii, 4, 11. 

One only had the Spirit without measure, 

in all His fulmess: even Christ; John 

iti. 34. And the presence of the Holy 

Spirit is most aptly adduced here where 

love is in question, His first fruit being 

love, and His presence being tested by His 4 
fruits). 14, 15, 16.] ‘The connexion i 
seems to be this: the inward evidence of 
God’s abiding in us and we in Him, is, the 
gift of His Spirit. But this is not the 
only evidence nor the only test which we 
have. This internal evidence is accom- 
panied by, nay, is itself made possible [see 
ver. 19] by, our recognition of the Father’s 
love in sending His Son as our Saviour: a 
which last is a fact, testified by human 4 
evidence. This recognition of God’s love } 
is a condition of abiding in Him and He in . 
us: in a word, is the pévew tv rp ayary, 

which is equivalent to abiding in Him. : 
And we (this jpets brings up in sharp 

relief the apostolic body whom Christ ap- 

pointed His witnesses, John xy. 27, Acts 

i. 8. The assertion is of the same kind as 

that in ch, i. 1) have beheld (reOecpeda is 

joined closely to paprupotvper, and in com- 
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mon with it belongs to the dr: following. 
No object must be supplied after it, as 
“Deum ejusque virtutes imprimis carita- 
tem,” Piscator. The construction of @eac- 
@ac with ore is found John vi. 5, Acts viii. 
18) and do testify that the Father hath 
sent (not merely to the historical fact as a 
thing past, but to its abiding influence as 
implied by swrjpa r. cédcpou below: q.d., 
that the Father sent the Son, and that the 
Son is the Saviour of the world) the Son 
(better here than “ His Son:” 6 warno, 
Tov utov, are termini theologici) as Saviour 
of the world (cwrijpa, anarthrous, is not 
appositive but predicatory = in meaning 
“to save the world,” but one degree re- 
moyed back from it in telic force: owZery 
Tov kéopoy would express more strongly 
the ultimate view of His mission ; owrnoa 
Tov Kdcpou gives the mediate aim, leaving 
it possible that another may be yet behind. 
tov Kéopov here, as in ch. ii. 2, John 
iii. 16, in its widest sense: no evasion of 
this sense, such as the “electorum in om- 
nibus populis” of Piscator and Aretius, is 
to be endured). 15.| And recognition 
of this fact is a condition and proof of the 
life of God. "Whosoever confesseth (the 
aorist can only be given by the English 
present and an exegesis,—viz. that this 
present betokens not a repeated act and 
habit, but a great act once for all intro- 
ducing the man into a state of duoAoyjoat. 
All futures, “shall confess,” and futuri 
exacti, “shall have confessed,” are ob- 
jectionable; the one as losing the retro- 
spective tinge, the other as making it un- 
duly prominent, and indeed imparting a 
slight hue of transitoriness, which least 
of all belongs to the word. 

The same remark holds good of this con- 
fessing, as before with regard to denying, 
ch. ii. 23: viz., that we must not bring 


into it more than the Apostle intends by” 


it: itis not the “confession of the life” 


which is here spoken of, but that of the 
lips only. Of course it would be self- 
evident that thisis taken by the Apostle as 
ruling the life: but simply as a matter of 
course. He speaks of the ideal realized) 
that Jesus is the Son of God (i. e. receives 
the testimony in the last verse as true), 
God abideth in him, and he in God. 

16.] a) And we (not now the 
apostolic body only, but communicative, 
the Apostle and his readers. This is evident 
and necessary [against Episcopius, Huther, 
al.}], because on the other view the év nyty 
which follows, interpreted as it must neces- 
sarily be of the same persons, would fit 
awkwardly on to the repeated general pro- 
position with which the verse concludes) 
have known and have believed (the two 
roots which lie at the ground of époNoyeir, 
éyvoxapev and wemurrevKapev, are in St. 
John’s language, most intimately con- 
nected. “True faith is, according to 
St. John, a faith of knowledge and ex- 
perience: true knowledge is a knowledge 
of faith.” Liicke. Cf. John vi. 69) the 
love, which God hath in regard to us 
(év jpiv as above, ver. 9; not “towards 
us,” as Beza [and E, V.], Estius, Luther, 
Socinus, Grot., &e.). b) God is Love, and 
he that abideth in love abideth in God 
and God [abideth] in him (this is the 
solemn and formal restatement of that 
which has been the ground-tone of the 
whole since ver. 7. And here, as there, 
ayamn is in its widest abstract sense. Its 
two principal manifestations are, love to 
God, and love to one another: but this 
saying is of Love absolute). 17, 18. ] 
These verses, which are parallel with ch. iii. 
19—21, set forth the confidence with which 
perfect love shall endow the believer in the 
great day of judgment. In this is love 
perfected with us (for év rovry, see below. 
4 ayaa, not, as Luther, Calv., Spener, 
Grot., Calov., Bengel, Sander, al., God’s 
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love to us : this is forbidden by the whole 
context : one verse is introduced by 6 
pévwv év oa] ayary, and continued by 
g630c obk torw ty TH ayary : it_islove 
dwelling. § and advancing...to. .perfection_in 
us. And again, not love to God merely, 
“nor love to our brethren merely ; these are 
concrete manifestations of it: but love 
itself in the abstract—the principle of love, 
as throughout this passage. This Sense 
of dya7p will point out that of pel” hpav, 
which belongs not to 7 ayarn but to the 
verb, as in ver. 12. Love is.considered as 
planted in us; its degrees of increase take 

place ps0”, av —not merely “bet uné,” 
© chez nous,” mpog Hpac, but as. concerned, 
with Us 3 in a sense somewhat similar to 
that in which éueydAvvev cipro rd édE0c 
avrov per adrijc, Luke i. 58. See 2 John 
2, where however the idea of dwelling with 
is more brought out than here), that we 
have confidence in the day of judgment 
(va gives not the purpose of the rere- 
Aeiwrat, but the apodosis to the éy roirw, 
as in reff.: “in this love is perfected in us, 
viz. that we, &c.” So most, and nearly all 
the best Commentators. Beza (and EK. V.), 
Socinus, Grot., Mayer, give tva its telic 
force, regarding drt as the apodosis (not so 
E. V.), and assuming a trajection: the ob- 
jection to which is, not the transposition, 
but the sense so gained, as belonging to the 
context. On this view, the aim given by 
the tva comes in altogether disjointed from 
the context, and the perfection of love in 
us is stated to be found in a fact which is 
objective, not subjective. It is only neces- 
sary to cite Grotius’s exegesis to shew the 
incongruity, even in his understanding of 
y aydry. “Hic est summus gradus dilec- 
tionis Dei erga nos, si qualis in hoc 
mundo Christus fuit, i. e. mundi odiis et 
propterea plurimis malis expositus tales et 
nos simus [Joh. xv. 18; 1 Pet. ii. 19, 
iv. 16; Matt. v. 13}. Ideo hoe Deus ita 
disponit, ut cum bona fiducia appareamus 
in die judicii. Nam constans perpessio 
malorum ad exemplum Christi efficit, ut a 
Christo optima exspectemus, quippe ipsi 
similes.” Can any thing be more broken 
and far-fetched than such a connexion ? to 
say nothing of its “ si simus” for Ore éopéy. 
On the pod! ao Ese the.con- 


tion of that day, is the ae eS our 
love; grounded on the consideration [67e 
kaQwe «.r..]| which follows : casting out 
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-fear, which cannot consist with perfect 


love, ver. 18): because even “as He 
(Christ, see below) is, we also are in ) 
this world (this is the reason or ground; 
of our confidence: that we, as we now are! 
in the world, are like Christ: and in the. 
background lies the thought, He will not, 
in that day, condemn those who are like 
Himself. In these words, the sense must 
be gained by keeping strictly to the tenses 
and grammatical construction : not, as e.g. 
Cc. wo éxstvog fy iy re tyes es 
changing the tenses [so also Thl., 
Corn.-a-lap., Mayer, Grot., Luther, ae. % 
Ricki, al.], nor by referring the words éy 
T® Koop robrw to Christ, as several of 
the above, and Socinus. And when we 
have adhered to tense and grammar, where- 
in is the likeness spoken of to be found ? 
Clearly, by what has been above said, not 
in our trials and persecutions. Nor by our 
being not of the world as He is not of 
the world [Sander, who however adds, 
‘clothed with His righteousness ’”]: nor in 
that we, as sons of adoption through Him, 
are beloved of God, even as He is ; beloved 
[ Tirinus, Neander] ; 3; nor as Huther, in 
that we live in Love, as He lives in Love: 
but in that we are righteous as He is 
righteous, ch. ii. 29, iii. 3 ff., 10, 22: this 
being evinced by our abiding in Love. 
And'so mainly [@ie., 'Thl., with the mis- 
take pointed out above ], Beza, Corn.-a-lap., 
Mayer, Socinus, Liicke, De Wette, Rickli, 
Diisterd., al. Many indeed of these ap- 
proach to Huther’s view impugned above, 
and make it to be dove in which we are 
like Christ : but Diisterd. brings rightly 
this logical objection, —that St. John does 
not say y that Love is perfected in ee 
in us, because we resemble Christ in Love ; 
but he refers to the fundamental truth on } 
which our Love itself rests, and says; be- | 
cause we are absolutely like Christ, because _ 
we are in Christ Himself, because He lives + 
in us, for without this there cannot be © 
likeness to Him; in a word, because we | 
are, in that communion with Christ which | 
we are assured of by our likeness to Him | 


in righteousness, children of God, there- | 
fore our love brings with it also full con- { 


fidence. Essentially, the reason here ren- 
dered for our confidence in the day of 
judgment is the same as that given ch. iii. 
21 f. for another kind of confidence, viz., 
that we keep His commandments. This 
also betokens the dicavocdyn, of which 
Christ is the essential exemplar and which 
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18. adda B. 


is a necessary attribute of those who 
through Christ are children of God). 
18.] Confidence in (or as understood, as 
to) that terrible day presupposes the ab- 
sence of fear: and this casting out of fear 
is the very work of love, which in its 
perfect state cannot coexist with fear.— 
Fear (@éBos, abstract and general: anar- 
throus, on account of the negative pre- 
dication) existeth not in love (rq ayarn, 
abstract and general also, as in ver. 17: 
not “ God’s love to us,” as Calv., Calov., 
Spener, al.: nor “brotherly love,” as Liicke, 
al.), nay perfect (see on rereAtiwrae in 
ver. 17) love casteth out fear, because 
fear hath torment (see below): but he 
that feareth hath not been perfected in 
[his] love. The points here to be noticed 
are, 1) the emphatic ov« éotwy, which is 
better rendered as above, than “There is no 
fear in love,” in order to keep @6Bos, which 
is the subject in the Greek, also the sub- 
ject in the English : 2) &dAa, which 
is not here the mere adversative after a 
negative clause, in which case it would re- 
fer to something in which fear is, e. g. 
6B0¢ ob Eorw tv Ty ayamy, GAN’ (éo- 
Tw) ty rp pice: but it is the stronger 
adversative, implying “nay far otherwise:” 
“tantum abest ut. . . ut.” 3) the 
argument in dA’. . . €xet, which is doubly 
enthymematic, having in it two assump- 
tions or suppressed premisses, a) that no- 
- thing having «é\aoucg can consist with per- 
fect love: 8) that fear is in us by nature and 
needs casting out in order to its absence. 
4) the meaning of kéAaow éxeu. 
There are two opinions : a) that coAaoce is 
merely pain or torment; so Aug. (“tor- 
mentum habet”), Erasmus (“‘ punitionem 
seu potius cruciatum habet”), Tirinus 
(“parit animi perturbationem cruciatum et 
tormentum, ob impendens, quod metuit, 
malum seu penam”), Luther, Calvin, 
Schlichting, Beza (and E. V.), Piscator, 
Aretius, Hpiscopius, Rosenm., Bengel 
(“nam diffidit, omnia inimica et adversa 
sibi fingit ac proponit, fugit, odit”’), Joach. 
Lange (who interprets it, compunction at 
the preaching of the law), Sander, al. : 
b) that kéAacts is properly punishment. 
So Lyra (but mistaking «.éyer; “ debetur 
poena timori servili””), Corn.-a-lap., Estius 
(well: “ poenam, quam commeruit, semper 
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animo versat ”’), Mayer, Seb.-Schmidt, Ca- 
lov., Spener, Benson, Whitby, Baumg.- 
Crus., Neander, Liicke (includes in itself 
punishment, i. e. consciousness of deserv- 
ing it), De Wette, Diisterd., Huther. And 
this last is certainly the sense, both from 
the usage of the word (reff.), and from the 
context, in which the day of judgment is 
before us. Fear, by anticipating punish- 
ment, has it even now ; bears about a fore- 
taste of it and so partakes of it. 5) 
the last clause, 6 6 goBotpevoc od rere- 
Aelwrat éy Ty aya7y, is intimately con- 
nected with what follows (see on ver. 14) 
as well as with what went before. The 8é 
is adversative to the whole preceding sen- 
tence, 7) redeia dyadrn K.7.A., and mainly 
to the idea of rsAtia dyamn therein ex- 
pressed. As regards the absence 
of fear from the love of the Christian 
believer, it has been well observed by 
Gicum., that there are two kinds of godly 
fear, p6Boc¢ mookarapKriKdc, which afflicts 
men with a sense of their evil deeds and 
dread of God’s anger, and which is not 
abiding : and g6Bo¢ reAawrikde, of which 
it is said, “ The fear of the Lord is clean and 
endureth for ever,” Ps.xix.,and which déoug 
rowbvrov amyrAakrat. And Bengel says 
in his brief pointed manner, “ Varius ho- 
minum status: sine timore et amore: cum 
timore sine amore: cum timore et amore : 
sine timore cum amore.” The difference 
is finely wrought out by Augustine, in loc. 
Tract. ix. 5—8. 19.] I am sorry to be 
obliged here to differ from the best modern 
Commentators, Liicke, De Wette, Diister- 
dieck, Huther, as well as from Episcop., 
Grot., Luther, Calov., Spener, al., and the 
Commentators on the vulgate, in holding 
firmly that aya7d@per is indicative, not im- 
perative (i.e. hortative). This I do not 
merely on account of the expressed 1)ppete, 
though that would be astrong point in the 
absence of stronger, but on account of the 
context, which appears to me to be broken 
by the imperative. He that feareth is not 
perfect in love. Our love (abstract, not 
specified whether to God or our brother) is 
brought about by, conditioned by, depends 
upon, His love to us first: itis only a sense 
of that which can bring about our love: 
and if so, then from the very nature of 
things it is void of terror, and full of confi- 
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denee, as springing out of a sense of His love 
to us. Nor only so: our being new begot- 
ten in love is not only the effect of a sense 
of His past love, but is the effect of that 
love itself: We (emphatic—one side of the 
antithesis) love (see above. The indice. is 
taken by Calvin, Beza, Aretius, Socinus, 
Schlichting, Seb.-Schmidt, Whitby, Ben- 
gel, Rickli, Neander, al. Most Commen- 
tators supply a’roy or a\Andovg, but un- 
necessarily. It is of all love that he is 
speaking; of love in its root and ideal), 
because He (God: see the parallel, ver. 10) 
first loved us (viz. in the sending of His 
Son). 20.| The connexion is most 
close: and the error great of those who, as 
e. g. Erdmann, have made a new section 
begin here. This dyad» is universal, ne- 
cessarily manifested in both of the two 
great departments of its exercise. Love, 
living and working in the heart as a prin- 
ciple, will fix first upon objects at hand 
and seen: those objects being natural ob- 
jects for it to fix on. How then can a 
man love God, the highest object of love, 
who is removed from his sight, and at the 
saine time refuse tolove his brother, bearing 
the mark of a child of God, before his eyes 
from day to day? Put in a brief form, 
the argument, as connected with the last 
verse, is this: His love has begotten us 
anew in love: in this ws are included our 
brethren, objects of our daily sight: if 
therefore we do not love them, we do not 
love Him. If any say (aor. “have said ;” 
i.e. at any time: the saying once, rather 
than the habit, is the hypothesis), I love 
God, and hate (pres. of habit) his brother, 
he is a liar; for (here again the argument 
is enthymematic, and we must supply from 
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our common sense égeAkvotikdy yap dpa- 
otc modc ayamtny, (e.: “oculi sunt in 
amore duces,” &c.) he that loveth not his 
brother whom he hath seen (perf.: and 
continues to feel the influence of that sight. 
We do not say “I have seen him” of the 
dead, but of the living only), how can he 
love God whom he hath not seen 
(St. John does not say that there is no 
love without sight ; nor that we love all we 
see better than any thing we do not see : his 
argument rests on a deeper and truer posi- 
tion: viz. on that assumed in the word 
adehpov, which carries with it the consi- 
deration that he of whom it is said is 
begotten of God. Both 6 adedkgde and 
6 @Gs6¢ are used within the limits of the 
Christian life, of which that is true, which 
is unfolded ch. v. 1, that this adedgoc as 
begotten of God is a necessary object of 
love to one that loves Him that begat him. 
Here, a lower step of the same argument 
is taken; but without this great truth, 
lying beneath the word adedgéc, it would 
carry no conviction with it) 21.] And 
besides this argument from common sense, 
there is another most powerful one, which 
the Apostle here adds. “ Quomodo diligis 
eum, cujus odisti preeceptum ?” as Aug. 
And this commandment we have from 
Him (God: not, Christ: see below), that 
he who loveth God, love also his brother 
(where have we this commandment? In 
the great summary of the law, “Thou shalt 
love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, 
-...and thy neighbour as thyself,’ so 
often cited by our Lord; see Matt. xxii. 
37—389). Cuap. V. 1.] And who is 
our brother ? and why does this name carry 
with it such an obligation to love? ‘These 
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questions, in closest connexion with the 
last verse, the Apostle answers in this. 
Every one that believeth (not as Grot. 
“qui credere se ostendit:” it is the faith 
itself which is spoken of) that Jesus is 
- the Christ hath been begotten of God (to 
whom do these words apply ? from what 
follows, in which the yeyévynrat is taken 
up by rov yeyevynpuévoy, to the brother 
whom we are to love as a necessary accom- 
paniment of our loving God. But most 
Commentators, including Liicke, De Wette, 
Huther, Diisterd., assume that it is of owr- 
selves that this is said: owr birth of God 


depends on and is in closest union with- 


our faith, ch. iii. 23. Then the connexion 
between this and the following clause must 
be made by filling up an ellipsis, “and if 
born of God we love God.” But this is 
far-fetched and, as has been above shewn 
implicitly, alien from the context, the 
object of which is to point out who those 
are whom we are bound to love if we love 
God. Then having made this predication 
of all the children of God, wae 6 mor. 
k.7.r., he, as so frequently, takes it up 
again below, ver. 4, with a more general 
reference, and dwells on our faith as the 
principle which overcomes the world: see 
there): and every one who loveth him 
that begot (these words take up again the 
tay rig cimy OTt Gyan Tov OEdy, of ch. 
iv. 20), loveth also him that is begotten 
of him (viz. the brother of whom the 
former clause spoke: not, as Aug., Hil., 
Corn.-a-lap., al., Christ, the Son of God. 
As Calvin, “sub numero singulari omnes 
fideles designat. Est enim argumentum 
ex communi nature ordine sumptum”’). 

2.] And indeed so inseparable are 
the two, that as before, ch. iv. 20, our love 
to our brethren was made asign and neces- 
sary condition of our love to God, so con- 
versely, our love to God, ascertained by 
our keeping His commandments, is itself 
the measure of our love to the children of 
God. Hither of the two being found to 
be present, the presence of the other fol- 
lows. In this we know that we love the 


children of God (ra rékva Tod Oeod takes 
up again roy yeyevynpévoy 2& abrod of 
the preceding verse) when (the indefinite- 
ness in dray is to be taken not within the 
limits of each case, “ whensoever we,” but 
as belonging to the cases collectively, “in 
every case where”) we love God, and do 
His commandments (this adjunct is made, 
as the following verse shews, in order to 
introduce an equivalent to dyaréper r. 
Gov by which its presence may be judged. 
It will be seen from what has been said, 
that all the devices which have been used 
to extract from this verse a sense different 
from that which it really conveys, are 
wholly unneeded, nay, out of place. Such 
are those of some of the ancient versions : 
“per hoe cognoscimus quod diligimus 
Dewm, si dileximus Eum et fecimus man- 
datum ejus,” eth: “per hoc cognoscimus 
nos esse Dew filios qauum Deum dilexeri- 
mus,” &c. arab: of Gc., who seems to be 
confused in his account, for after citing 
the words he says, cai deiypa rij¢ cic Ocoy 
ayamne THY sic AdeAhov dyamny Tiderar: 
of Grotius, who says, “facilis fit connexio 
si trajectio fiat, qualem ego libenter face- 
rem, si librum aliquem veterem haberem 
auctorem, tv Tr. yivwox. Ori Tt. Osov ay., 
Orav dy. tT. Téxva abrod K. T. évrodae abr. 
Tno.:” that of anon. in Schulz, Konject. 
ub. d, N. T., who wanted to transpose d7t 
and orav: that of Rosenmiiller, who 
coolly says, “permutantur h. 1. significa- 
tiones particularum 671 et dray, quod con- 
textus necessario postulat”’). 3.] For 
(explaining the connexion of the two pre- 
ceding clauses) the love of God is this 
(consists in this: atrn, as the demonstra- 
tive pronoun, in all such sentences, being 
the predicate), that (iva introduces the apo- 
dosis to éy rovrw as in ch. iv. 17, where 
see note) we keep His commandments. 
And His commandments are not grievous 
(the reason, why they are not grievous, is 
given in the next verse. Almost all the 
Commentators refer to Matt. xi. 36, 6 
Zuyée pov xonoroc, K. TO goprioy pov 
éagppoy tory. Hic., however, al., repu- 
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m constr., ch. 
ii. 25. 


n so past, ch. ii. 18, 14. iv. 4. see John xvi. 33. vek., John (esp. Rev.) only, exc. Luke xi. 22, 
4), xii. 21 bis. 


o constr., ch. ii, 22. 


Rom. iii. 4 (from Ps. 1. 


5. aft ruc ins de K ac 13 ce syr coptt Cyr Thi Did-lat; yap Syr: pref kar eth Leo: 
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diate this reference, but apparently on ac- 
count of the form of expression ; observing 
that the Apostle has said not tAagpat 
eisiv, but Bapsiat ovd« ciciv; but the com- 
ment of (ic. is in confusion, and not easy 
to understand. The Schol. in the Oxf. 
Catena well remarks, «i reg mpocedOwy 
abraic py dv Oi rpdmov éyee abrag¢ 
Bagsiag, Ty Eavtod aobéveray yridoaro’ 
pirov yap Totc dyay amwoBaddovow isxdy 
Bapéa vopiZecOa cai ra mavv éhagod Kai 
Kovga. This declaration, that His 
commandments are not grievous, hes, 8 
did ch. iii. 9, furnished some of the R.- 
Cath»Comifentators with an opportunity 
of characterizing very seyerely the Pro- 
testant position that none can keep God’s 
comifiandments. But here as there the 
reply is obvious and easy. The course of 
the Apostle’s argument here, as introduced 
in the next verse by drt, substantiates this 
Baostat ov« eiciv by shewing that all who 
are born of God are standing in and upon 
the victory which their faith has obtained 
over the world. In this victorious state, 


and in as.far.as they have advanced into 
it, in’ ottfor Wordls"in proportion as the di- 
vine life is developed and dominant in 
them, t lose. commandments 
not grievous. If this state, in its ideality, 
os el in them, there would be no 
difficulty for them in God’s command- 
ments : it is because, and in so far as sin 
is still reigning in their mortal bodies and 
their wills are unsubdued to God’s will, 
that any Bapog remains in keeping those 
commandments), 4.] because (rea- 
son, why His commandments are not 
grievous: not, as Me., éreriOnot roig On 
slonpévorg Kai Erepoy érraxrikdy mode THY 
PETAXELDLOLY THE ayarnc, Making Kai at 
tyr. av. B. od« tio. merely parenthetical) 


all-that is born of God (the neuter is here 
used as Sulhering together in one, tihder 
the Gategory of “born of God,” the speic 


implied in the last verses. So St. John 
uses the comprehensive categorical neuter 
in reff. Cc. seems to deny this personal 


meaning of wa, and to understand it 


“every thing,” applying 4 afterwards to 
#) @loTt¢ Wu. as one such thing. Aretius 
and Paulus take it similarly. But besides 
the Apostle’s usage cited above, the whole 
analogy here is against such an interpreta- 
tion. It is we, not ourfaith, of which the 
term %& tov. 9&0 yeyevyiobat is used) 
conquereth (vikq, of habit: simply pre- 
dicated of the category wav 76 x...) the 
world (the kingdom of evil under its prince 
the devil, Goc rsary ; in the mainas 

alv., “quicquid adversum est Dei spi- 
ritui. Ita nature nostra pravitas pars 
mundi est, omnes concupiscentie, omnes 
Satanz actus, quicquid denique nos a Deo 
abstrahit.” The argument then is 


this: The commandments of God are not 
grievous: for, although in_keepi ng them 
there is_ever a_ ict, yet that-conflict 


issues in universal victory: the whole 
mass of the born of God conquer the 
world : therefore none of us need contem- 
plate failure, or faint under his struggle 
as a hard one): and the victory which 
{hath] conquered the world is this, our 
faith (the identification of the victory 
with the faith which gained it, is a con- 
cise and emphatic way of linking the.tywo 
inseparably together, so that wherever 
there is faith there.is victory. And this 
is further expressed by the aorist participle, 
by which, as Estius [notwithstanding that 
the vulgate has “ que vincit” ], “ significa- 
tur victoria jam parta :” cf, ch. ii. 18, iv. 4. 
Socinus absurdly explains the aorist as 
speaking of those whose Christian course 
is done, against the plain éoriv, not only 
here but in ver. 5). 5,] L£it-be asked, 

7 ‘1 a . P 
this verse furnishes the er; because it 
brings us into rect Jesus Christ 
the Son of God, making us as He is, and 
partakers of His victory, John xvi. 33. 
Through this belief we are born again as 
sons of God; we have Him in us, One 
greater than he who is in the world, ch. 
iv. 4. And this conclusion is put in the 
form of a triumphant question: What other 
person can doit? Who that believes this, 
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can fail to do it? Who is he that con- 
quereth the world, except he that be- 
lieveth that Jesus is the Son of God? 
By comparing ver. 1 a, we find 1) that 6 
xeloroc there answers to 6 vidc Tov Oe0¥ 
here; 2) that by the combination of the 
two verses, we get the proposition of ver. 
4a. Episcopius gives well the mean- 
ing: “ Lustrate universum mundum et os- 
tendite mihi vel unum, de quo vere affir- 
mari possit, quod mundum vincat, qui 
Christianus et fide hac preeditus non est.” 

6—21.] THE THIRD AND LAST DIyI- 
SION OF THE EPISTLE. This portion falls 
‘naturally into tw $: vv. 6—13, and 
vy. 1421: the former of which treats of 
the concluding part of the argument, and 


the latter forms the close of the Epistle. 
n the former.p 


éd, and o irthan rig 
om,.God who is righteous (ii. 29 ff.), 
b in e Son of God,—so now 
we have another most important element of 
the Christian life set before us: the testi- 


mony to it arisi m_that : 
the witness of the spiritual life to its own 


reality. This witness rests not_on i 
i y 


tolic testimony alone, Bat, on the. Ho 

Spirit, which the believer has in himself 

(ver. 10), and which is God’s y 
0), a 


respecting His Son (vv. 9, 1 yar 
ass eternal life (ver. 


13). There is hardly a passage in the 
N. T. which has given rise to mare sarity 
Cpetutarnecip tion : certainly none which 
(6n “account of the apparent importance 
of the words interpolated after ver. 7) 
has been the field of so much critical con- 
troyersy. Complete accounts of both the 
exegesis and the criticism will be found in 
the recent monographs on the Epistle: 
more especially in that of Diisterdieck. I 
shall indicate the more salient points of 
the divergent interpretations as I proceed. 

6.] This (viz. the person spoken of 
in the last verse; Jesus. This, which is 
maintained by most Commentators, is de- 
nied by Knapp and Huther, who refer 
ovroc to 6 vidg Tov Oeov: “This Son of 
God is he &e.:” making the proposition 
assert the identity of the Son of God with 
the histori us, not the converse. 
This Huther supports on two grounds: 


1) that the fact that Jesus came by water 
and blood needed no proof even to He- 
retics: 2) that on the ordinary interpre- 
tation the following words, ‘Ine. 6 yptorde, 
become altogether superfluous. But to 
these it.is easily replied, 1) that although 


“the'fact might be~confessed, that waa not 


confessed to which + “bore testi- 
mony, viz. that Jesus who came in the 
flesh was the Son of God: 2) that the ap- 
positional clause Igce. 6 ypisroc is by no 
means superfluous, being only a solemn.re- 


assertion of our _Lord’s Person and Office 
as testified ese signs. The main 
jection to Huther’s view is, that, as well 


stated by Diisterd., it makes the coming 
by water and blood, which, by the con- 
text, is evidently in the Apostle’s argu- 
ment a substantiating consideration, to be 
merely an exceptional one: “this Son of 
God is Jesus the Christ, though He came 
by water and blood.” Therefore the other 
interpretation must stand fast. It is well 
defended also by Liicke) is he that came 
by water and blood (the words 80’ t8aros 
k. atpatos have been universally and 
rightly taken with é\@#y. Only Hofmann, 
in the Schriftbeweis, ii. 1, p. 331, main- 
tains the joining dv’ Ud. K. aip. to gor, 
understanding é\ Oy, “ He that has come,” 
in the sense of 6 éoyduevoc. But this lat- 
ter idea is wholly without N. 'T. precedent, 
and condemns the whole. It indeed, with- 
out Hofmann’s construction, is taken by 
several Commentators, Corn.-a-lap., Tiri- 
nus, Caloy., Bengel [Jesus est is quem 
propter promissiones venire oportuit, et 
qui venit revera”], Knapp, &e. But if 
this meaning is in \0Wy, then it cannot 
be the mere exponent of dv’ 00. «. aty., but 
must take an emphatic place of its own, 
and dv’ $0. «. atu. must stand awkwardly 
alone, “and that by water and blood,” or 
must, as Hofmann, belong to éorvy. 
Taking then the generally received con- 
struction, we may observe that the article 
before the aor. part. thw, makes odréc¢ 
tory 6 tkOdy to be the identification of 
ovrog with 6 éA@Wy, i.e. with one who as 
an historical fact, 7#A@ev, precluding such 
renderings as “came” for éoriv 6 sOuy ; 
also forbidding the making the aor. into a 
present, “this is He that cometh,” as 
Luther, Seb.-Schmidt, J. Lange, Rickli, 
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Sander, al., and perhaps (c., as has been 
inferred from his understanding dwo and 
aina of present means of grace and sal- 
vation: 6 ydo tw’ Inooue 6 xovordc Ov’ 
Udarog avayevyg kai aiparog. But he 
may have been misunderstood: the é@wy 
in this comment, and the circumstance 
that he afterwards dwells on the historical 
_ facts of the Baptism and the Crucifixion, 
seem to shew that he understood the parti- 
ciple aoristically. We may clearly do so and 
still regard the water and blood as present 
in their effects and testimony. All Com- 
mentators, except Hofmann [see above], 
regard é\@év as referring, not to the 
Lord’s birth in the flesh, but_to His o s open 
manifestation of himself before the world. 
See above on ch. iv. 2. 

The prep. 8u4, which passes into éy in 
the next sentence, is thereby explained to 
bear its very usual sense of through or by 
means of, as said of that which accom- 
panies, as the medium through which, or 
the element in which. We have an ex- 
ample of éy passing into dia, 2 Cor. vi. 6, 
7: and the very same phrases, dv’ atparog 
and éy aiwart, are used of our Lord in 
Heb. ix. 12, 25, which chapter is the best 
of all comments on this difficult expression. 

80° Uartos Kk. aiparos has been very 
variously understood. Two canons of in- 
terpretation have been laid down by 
Diisterd., and may safely be spiopted: 


1) “Water” and_ blood” must point 
both to some pure 


istorical facts in the 
life of our Lord on earth, “and to some still 


ae witnesses for Christ : and 2) they 
rpreted d symbolically, “but 


Potter, in which tdwp represents regene- 
ration and faith, and aiua, knowledge 
[cognitionem] : by Beza,—in which tdwp 
is “ablutio a peccati labe, cujus nunc tes- 
sera est Baptismus,”’—aipa, “expiatio et 
persolutio pro peccatis:’ by Calvin, in 
which he explains both #éwo and aia by 
“summatim ostendit quorsum precipue 
tenderent ceremoniz veteres: nempe ut 
homines ab inquinamentis purgati et soluti 
omnibus piaculis, Deum haberent propi- 


tium et illi consecrarentur.” By the sed 
’ of our two canons is excluded also the 


of mere symbolic reference to the — 
ments, as e. g. Beza [see above |, Luther, 
Calvin, al. 

Diisterdieck observes that it is remark- 
able that the best R.-Cath. expositor, Es- 
tius [whose commentary is unfortunately 
broken off at this verse], does not as some 
have done, interpret aiva of the Sacra- 
ment of the Lord’s Supper, but puts to- 
gether tdwo and aia, as Calvin and 
Luther: “per sanguinem vivificat tum in 
baptismo aque, tum in aliis sacramentis, 
tum etiam extra sacramenta.” So.that, as 
Diisterdieck proceeds, the great leaders of 
the three schools of theology have had the 
tact to see that which their less skilful 
followers have missed seeing,—that aiua 
cannot by any means be understood of the 
Lord’s Supper, as has been done by Hun- 
nius, Seb.-Schmidt, Caloy., Wolf, Bengel, 
Carpzov., Sander, al. 

The next_point which comes before us 
is, to enquire whether at all, or how far, 
our passage is connected with John xix. 
34°? It occurs here, because many Com- 


Ee of ae ing £0. o...real _and mentators, e. g., Bede, Hunnius, Seb.- 
powerful, as that Ry phem od "s testimony Schmidt, Calov., Wolf, Bengel, &c., have 
is given to believers, and eterna seen in the incident there related a mira- 


suredto them. These canons at once ex- 
caudée™’such interpretations as that of 
Wetst., al., “probavit se non phantasma 
sed verum hominem esse qui ex spiritu 
[sive aére, ver. 8] sanguine et aqua seu 
humore constaret, Joh. xix. 34:°’—as the 
purely symbolical interpretation, of which 
there are two kinds :—1) that of Socinus 
and his school, in which #dwo stands for 
the purity and innocence of the life and 
doctrine of Christ, Heb. x. 22, Eph. vy. 
26,—and atua of the death of ‘Christ as 
His testimony of Himself. So Schlichting 


culous symbolizing of the two sacraments, 
and in this passage an allusion to that in- 
cident. To deny all such allusion, as is 
done by Diisterdieck, seems against pro- 
bability. i to ea both 
here and in that place Ta: h_evid 
stress on the_ vater. nd blo i oe 
witeat aes ae is mind some.link con- 
necting this place wid that. That in the 
Gos el it is aipa and #Jvp,—in this _place 
wo and aipa,—a difference of which 
Diisterd. makes much, is surely not worth 
mentioning. The idea that we have here 


and Grotius: 2) that given by Clement os more than a reference to the fact 
of Alex., Adumbrationes ad h. 1. p. 1009, of | xix. 34, is against our 2nd canon 
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see Acts v. 
82. 


for 2nd ro wvevpa, yotorog 34 vulg 


arm Aug, Ambr,-ms. (This reading is found in but one Greek copy which at this point 
as remarkably conformed to the vulg cwrrent in the xvith cent. The variation sprung 
Srom the confusion in Latin MSS of the contractions SPS and XPS. See Treg in 


Horne vol IV. p. 215.) 


above: but that John xix. 34 and _this 
refer to the sams fundamental truth, is I 
conceive hardly to be doubted. ~ 

It rests now then that we enquire into 
the meaning of each expression. Saale 
there cannot surely be much uncertainty. 
Th od is Cross must, by all Serip- 
intended. The pour- 


att. xx. 21, 22, Luke xii. 50. And 
is. so, to what can bdwp 
ply, as to that baptisn 


a wath ale 
wh the d’s_ministr 
It AGRE Geto Sit tak He et 
which He instituted for His followers, 
better satisfies the test of our 2nd canon, 
that viz. of being an abiding testimony in 
the Christian Church. But to this there 
lies the objection, that as aia signifies 
something which happened to Christ_Himn- 
self, so must tdwo likewise, at least pri- 
marily, whatever permanent testimony such 
event may haveleftin the Christian Church. 
And thus some modern Commentators have 
taken it: as uniting the historical fact of 
the Lord’s baptism with the ordinance of 
baptism, grounded on it, and abiding in the 
Christian Church. So Semler, Rosenm., 
Baumg.-Crus., Briickner, Neander, Huther. 
Diisterd. refuses to accept this view, deny- 
ing that our Lord’s Baptism was any proof 
or testimony of His Messiahship, and un- 
derstanding dwe of the ordinance of bap- 
tism only. But surely we are not right in 
interpreting 6 éhOwy dv vdatoc, He that 
ordained baptism : nor, whatever Diisterd. 
may say, in giving the two, aiva and bdwp, 
an entirely different reference. For his 
endeavour to escape from this by making 
aipa not Christ’s death but His blood, 
applied to us, cannot be accepted, as giving 
a “non-natural” sense to é\Owy Ou aipa- 
toc likewise. 

All this being considered, it seems im- 
possible to avoid giving both to aipa and 
#%dwo the combined senses above indicated, 
and believing that such were before the 


with, 
if this 


Vi 


ing out of this bloéd was 2 commplation of 
the baptism which He had to be baptized 


sible to sever, as Diisterd. does, from these 
words, the historical accompaniments and 
associations which arise on their mention. 
Te Lope tan» of itself, was indeed 
rather a result than a proof of His Messiah- 
ship: but in it, taking St. John’s account 
only, a_testim é Se ae i 


are his words, John.i, a 3; and when that 
blood was poured from His “riven side,” 
he that saw it again uses the same formula, 
6 éwpaxwc pepaprdpynce. It cannot be 
that the word paprupia being thus re- 
ferred to two definite points of our Lord’s 
life, should not apply to these two, con- 
nected as they are with Jdwo and aija here 
mentioned, and associated by St. John him- 
self with the remarkable preterite peuap- 


rvenkey, of an,abidi a ia in both 
cases. But these_p nthe Lord’s 
life are this abidmg testimony to us, by 


virtue of the permanent application to 
us of their nsing and atoning power. 
And thus both,our.canons are satisfied, 
which certainly is not the case in Diister- 
dieck’s interpretation, though they were 
laid down by himself), Jesus Christ (see 
above on odroc. As now, with the art, 
omitted, the words are merely the name, 
« Jesus Christ :” if it were now inserted, 
the adjunct 6 ypiord¢ would be an apposi- 
tional predicate, and would necessarily 
send the thought back to the éd@wy ov’ 
UO. K. atu. as iahship_of 
Jesus. It may be remarked, however, that 
in all the places where St. John uses this 
Name, it has a solemn meaning, and is by 
the emphasis thus thrown on the official 
designation of our Lord, nearly = "Iycow 
oxoeréc. Cf. Jobni.17, xvii. 3:1 Johni. 
8, 7, ui. 1, iii. 23, iv. 2, v. 20: 2 John 3, 7): 
not in the water only, but in the water 
and in the blood -(éy, see above on pit 
The sense of the tivo 1s there shewn to be 
closely allied, éy giving rather the “elemenit 
in which,” 8&4, the medium through which. 
The_art. before each dative shews not 
merely, as Huther, that tdwe and aipu 
have been before named, but that they are 
well Snow and solemn ideas. It is in- 
serted not as matter of course, but as 
giving solemnity. 
Lu 
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But why has the Apostle added this sen- 
tence? Schéttgen thought that it is to 
give Christ the preference over Moses, who 
came only by water [1 Cor. x. 2], and 
Aaron, who came only by blood [of saeri- 
fice], whereas Christ united both. But this 
is too far-fetched. Baumgarten-Crusius 
again regards the-words as directed against 
those who_desiaed.-the. Cross of Christ 
[1 Cor. i. 23]: but a more definite expla- 
nation than this is réquired. And those 
can hardly be wrong, who find it in such 
words as those of the Baptist in John i. 25, 
tyo Barrifw gv dart, péooc UpPOY 
Eorncev Ov busic od« oldare: cf. the em- 
phatic repetitions below, ib. ver. 31, 7\9ov 
2yo ty rp Boat Barrifwy, and ver. 33, 6 
oépac pe Barrizery dv Boat. The bap- 
tism of Jesus was not one of water Only, 
but one Of blood, —1de 6 advice rov Ocov— 
and something more than that, which fol- 
lows in the next clause): and the Spirit is 
that which witnesseth, because the Spirit 
is the truth (that is, as explained by the 
next verse, the Spirit is an additional wit- 
ness, besides those already mentioned; to 
the Messiahship of Jesus, and in that, to 
the eternal life which God has given us in 
Him. This at once removes the meaning 
“that,” which some have given to 8rv. It 
is not to.the fact.that the Spirit is the 
truth, that the Spirit gives witness : but 
the fact, that He is the truth, is that which 
makes Him so weighty a witness ; which 
makes the giving of witness so especially 
His office. 

Very various however have been the 
meanings here given to ré wvevpa. The 
scholium in Matthai understands, the spirit 
of our Lord [7d wv. rite Wuxije] which 
He when dying commended into His Fa- 
ther’s hands. Augusti, who explains tdwo 
and aiwa of the two Sacraments of Baptism 
and the Lord’s Supper, sees in mvedua, 
in connexion with John xx. 22 ff., a third 
Sacrament of absolution. Ziegler and 
Stroth regard it as = 6 mvevparikée, i.e. 
St. John himself. (ie. and Knapp regard 
it as = 6 Oedc—Oud Ot Tov rvedbparog, bre 
Wo Oed¢ dvéiornéx vecpHv* Hod yap rovTo 
povov AoiTov, 76 dviordy Eavrov. ry Oe 
Tov WvEvpaTog Pury onuaiverat O Osdc: 
thus making the threefold witness to the 
viobecia of Jesus, 7d Bamriopa, 6 orav- 
pdc, 7» avaoracic. Then again Socinus, 
Schlichting, Grot., Whitby, al., interpret it 
of the Divine power by which Christ 
wrought His miracles: “id est,” says 


Grot., “per perwrvupiay, admiranda ejus 
opera, a virtute divina manifeste proce- 
dentia.” But this, as well as Bede’s in- 
terpretation,.that the Spirit which de- 
scended on the Lord at His baptism is 
meafit; inasmuch as it testified to His 
being “verus Dei filius,’—fails, in giving 
no present abiding testimony such as the 
context requires. Others again under- 
stand by zvedpa the ministry of the 
word: so Aretius, J. Lange, Hunnius 
[“Spiritus per externam predicationem 
verbi testificatur de Jesu Christo, atque 


simul intrinsecus in cordibus fidelium hane 


Christi notitiam obsignat”’], Luther, Pis- 
cator, Carpzov., Rosenmiiller [the Gospel], 
Seb.-Schmidt [“verbum evangelii et cum 
eo ministerium ecclesiasticum”], <&c. 
Most of these, as well as Bengel, whose 
whole interpretation is confused by his 
attempt to force the interpolated words in 
ver. 7 into the context, understand rvedpa 
here and in ver. 8 differently. Butnothing 
can be plainer than that we must not alter 
the meaning, where the or binds together 
the sentences so closely. 

The above interpretations [to which we 
may add that of Sander, that 76 rv. 1d 
xao.cna, the transformation of a man 
which takes place by the agency of the 
Holy Spirit | failing to give any satisfactory 
account of the text, we recur to the simple 
and obvious meaning, the Holy Spirit. 
This is taken by Schol. I., Estius, Corn.-a- 
lap., Tirinus, Calvin, Calov., Liicke, Rickli, 
De Wette, Huther, Neander, Diisterdieck, 
al. And it seems fully to satisfy all the 
requirements of the passage. 


The..Holy 
Spirit i He acho testifies of Christ [John 
xv. 26 » who glorifies Him, and shews of 


the things which belong to Him [John xvi. 


14]. It is by the possession of Him that 
we.know that bate ist [ ch. aoe 
And ‘the following Clause, "because the 
Spirit is the Truth,” exactly agrees with 
this. He is the absolute Truth [John xiv. 
17, xv. 26], leading into all the Truth 
[John xvi. 13 f.]. And in this consists 
the all-importance and the infallibility of 
His witness. “Testimonium ejus haudqua- 
quam rejici potest, quoniam Spiritus est 
veritas, quum sit Deus, ideoque nec falli 
potest, nec fallere.” Hstius). 

7.] “Johannes hie causam reddit, cur lo- 
cutus fuerit non de Spiritu tantum, cujus 
precipua in hoc negotio est auctoritas, 
verum etiam de aqua et sanguine, quia in 
illis etiam non exigua est testimonii fides, 
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173?-marg vulg (demid tol &c, not am fuld al,), supposed to be alluded to or cited by 
Tert Cypr Phoebad (see below), clearly cited by Vig Fulg Cassiod Ansbert Ps-Jer(pro- 
logue to Cath epp), also(as given by Vict-vit) in a confession of faith drawn up at end of 
the 5th cent by Eugenius(or, as some, Vig), and further by many writers after the 9th 
cent: OMITTED in ALL GREEK MSS previous to the beginning of the 16th century ; 
ALL the Greek FarHeERs (even when producing texts in support of the doctrine of 
the Holy Trinity: as e. g. by Clem Iren Hippol Dion Ath Did Bas Naz Nys Epiph Ces 
Chr Procl Andr Damase (ec Thl Euthym) ; ALL THE ANCIENT VERSIONS (including the 
Vulgate [as it came from Jerome, see below] and [though interpolated in the modern 
editions] the Syriac); AND Many Latin Faruers (viz Novat Hil Lucif Ambr Faustin 
Leo Jer Aug Hesych Bede). 

[The following is a statement of the most important details :— 

I. Scholz numbers 192 cursive mss in the Acts and Catholic Epistles. Of these: four 
do not contain 1 John, viz “55.” “74.” “85,” and “90;” seven are defective at this 
point, viz “53 (= Serivener’s “n”). 103. 120. 122. 180. 157. 159;” five are iden- 
tical with mss named on our margin, viz “13,” “31” = “m,” “61” = “111” = 
“o” (see Scriv), and “91” = “h”; one, viz “110,” is not a ms at all but a printed 
book ; one, viz Cantab Kk 6. 4 (= Cantab 2068 of Nasmyth’s list), is cited twice, first 
as “9,” and then as “112” (cf “o”); éwo insert the passage; and the remaining 172 
(including 108. 109 [see prolegomena ]) omit it. To this number must be added “,” 
“Hr,” and the seventeen given on the margin, making in all 191 manuscripts of 
all ages to be set against 2 of the 16th century. Codex andar at Berlin and two 
mss at Wolfenbiittel are sometimes brought forward to support the insertion, Cod, Rav. 
and one of the Wolf. mss were made from the printed text: the former “from the 
Complutensian Polyglott, imitating its very misprints” (Treg. on P. T.); part of the 
plan of the latter (written in the 17th century) is to give various readings from 
the Latin translations of Erasmus, Beza, &c. In the other Wolf, ms, and in that at 
Naples cited as “173,” the addition is only found on the margin and in writing not 
earlier than the 16th century. Even 34” and “162” cannot be admitted as trust- 
worthy witnesses. Written at the time when the contest was going on in favour of the 
current Latin text as opposed to the Greek, they differ from the received text and 
from one another. Both read warno Noyog kat wvevpa ay.oy (an expression which it 
is instructive to compare, as to the omission of the articles, with Erasmus’ Latin derived 


et ternarius numerus in testibus est per- ve life in Corn.-a-lap.’s mistake, 
fectissimus.”” Grot. For (from what has ~“in unum, ad unum, scil. Christum,” can- 


been just cited from Grot. it will be seen 
that “ because” would be here, as so often, 
too strong a causal rendering for 671, and 
that even at the risk of identifying it with 
yao, logical aceuracy requires the slighter 
causal conjunction) those who bare wit- 
ness are three (rpeis: eiow is copula and 
predicate. The_three, Pe DEAT eA 88 
Yoing and oP hence the 

asculine form. eine ‘bate, they ful- 
fil the requirements of the Law.as to full 
testimony : cf. Deut. xvii. 6, xix. 15 : Matt. 
xviii. 16, 2 Cor. xiii. 1), the Spirit, and 
the water, and the blood (now, the Spirit 
is put : and not without reason. ‘The 


Spirit is, of the three, the only living and 
ext icaets, properly speaking : besides, 


the water an cod axe_po-siiinestes 
without Him; whereas He is independent 
of them, testifying both in them say out of 
them), and the three concur in one (con- 
tribute to one and the same result : viz. the 
tauth that Jesus is the Christ and that we 


not have come [as Diisterd.] from a mis- 
understanding of the vulgate, seeing that 
it has “hitres unum sunt :” but is merely 
an exegesis, and in the main a right one. 
But the words simply signify in themselves, 


“are in accord.” And this, face one 
testimony is given by the purification in 
the water of baptism into His name, John 
iii. 5 ;/by the continual cleansing from all 
sin which we enjoy in and by His atoning 
blood : by the inward witness of His Spirit, 
which He hath given us). 

The question of the genuineness of the 
words read in the reo at th end 0 
has been discussed, as far as external 
grounds are concerned, in the digest ; and 
it has been seen, that unless pure caprice 
is to be followed in the criticism of the 
sacred text, there isnot the shadow of 


a H00S 0 fen SUPBOY _them™ genuine. 
Even the supposed citations of them in 
early Latin Fathers have now, on closer 


examination, disappeared (see Digest).— 
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text of Rev. xxii. 16—21. Erasmus himself, however (edd. 1527, 1535), here inserted 
the articles in his text, though in his quotation of “Cod. Brit.” they do not occur). 
“34” has ev rw ovpavw and ev tn yn; “162,” azo rov ovpavov and exe Tyg YNGE- 
“162” omits the received ovroe and inserts ete ro bef év eror. 

All the lectionaries (about 50 in number) which contain the passage omit the disputed 
words. 

II. The Vulgate is cited in support of the disputed passage. It is true that it is 
found in the mass of the later mss of that version ; but it is wanting in the two earliest 
(written in the 6th century), in those revised by Alcuin and in about fifty others ; whilst 
those that contain it differ both as to the words themselves and as to their position. 
Some have it as it stands in the authorized editions; others (as demid tol) insert it 
after verse 8. Some have it in the ordinary form; others (and these after verse 8) 
Sicut et in celwm tres sunt, pater, verbum, et spiritus ; et tres unwm sunt. (For minor 
variations, see Tischendorf.) 

III. The testimony of the Latin fathers, taken as a whole, has been relied upon by 
the advocates of the received text. 

It is as follows :— 

“ Ceterum de meo swmet,” inquit, “ sicut ipse de Patris.” Ita connexus Patris in 
Filio et Filii in Paracleto, tres efficit coherentes alterum ex altero: qui tres unwn 
sunt, non wnus; quomodo dictum est: “ Ego et Pater unum sumus,” ad substantie 
unitatem, non ad numeri singularitatem. (Tertullian adv. Praxean c. 25.) Si bap- 
tizari quis apud hereticos potuit, utique et remissam peccatorum consequi potuit. St 
peccatorum remissam consecutus est, et sanctificatus est, et templum Dei factus est ; 
-»- quero cujus Dei? Si Creatoris; non potuit quia in eum non eredidit: si Christi ; 
non hujus fieri potuit tenplum, qui negat Deum Christum: si Spiritus Sancti, ewm 
tres unum sint, quomodo Spiritus sanctus placatus esse ei potest, qui aut Fil aut Patris 
mimicus est? (Cyprian ad Jubaianum.) Dicit Dominus “Ego et Pater unum 
sumus ;” et iterum de Patre et Filio et Spiritu Sancto seriptum est, “ Et hi tres unum 
sunt.” (Cyprian de unitate ecclesiz, § 6.) Si ea que his significata sunt velimus 
inquirere non abswrde occurret ipsa Trinitas que ws... deus est, Pater et Filius et 
Spiritus Sanctus, de quo verissime dict potuit “ Tres sunt testes et tres wnum sunt :” 
ut nomine spiritus accipiamus Patrem...; nomine autem sanguinis, Filiwum...; et 
nomine aque, Spiritum Sanctum. (Augustin. contra Maximin. Arianum, lib. ii. ¢. 22.) 

Ste alius a Filio Spiritus, sicut a Patre Filius. Sic tertia in Spiritu ut in 
Filio secunda persona: unus tamen Deus omnia, tres unwm sunt, (Phebadius, Gal- 
land. vol. v. p. 256.) Plures tamen hie ipsam interpretatione mystica intelligunt 
Trinitatem. (Kucherius de Quest. N. T. ed. 1531, p. 283.) Johannes Evangelista 
ad Parthos “ Tres sunt” inquit “qui testimoniwm perhibent in terra, aqua, sanguis 
et caro, et tres in nobis sunt; et tres sunt qui testimonium perhibent in celo Pater, 
Verbum, et Spiritus, et hi tres unum sunt.” (Vigilius of Thapsus against Varimadus. 
For this and further quotations, see Davidson’s Bibl. Criticism and Tischendorf 
els 

The words cited from St. Augustine form the commencement of an elaborate justifi- 
cation of the mystical meaning assigned by him to “the spirit,” “the water,” and “the 
blood.” Throughout the whole, there is no allusion to the disputed words; though all 


Something remains to be said on internal 
grounds, on which we have full right to 
enter, now that the other issecured. And 
on these grounds it must appear, on any 
fair and unprejudiced consideration, that 
the words are 1) alien from the context : 
2) in themselves incoherent, and betraying 
another hand than the Apostle’s. For 1) 
the context, as above explained, is em- 
ployed in setting forth the reality of the 


8 n the faith which overcomes.the 
ad 2 on of our ete e in Jesus 
orld, “even of our eternal life "in. Jesus 


the $ God. And this is shewn by a 
re ny, subsisting in the reve- 
lation of the Lord Himself, and subsisting 


in us His people. And this testimony is 
the wat “0 baptism, the blood tone- 
ment, ne SpiE of truth, ee in 
their witness to the one fact that He is the 
Son of God, and that we have eternal life 
in Him. Now between two steps of this 
argument,—not as a mere analogy referred 
to at its conclusion,—insert the words “For 
there are three that bear witness in heaven, 
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his citations put together support his argument no better than would a simple quota- 
tion of that one sentence. So far is he from knowing any thing about it, that he brings 
forward John viii. 18 and xv. 26 to shew that it is not improper to speak of the Persons 
of the Ever Blessed Trinity as “witnesses.” If he had had any thing plainer to urge, 
he would not have contented himself with “NoN ABSURDE-occurrit ipsa Trinitas.” 
The authority of so great a father would soon lead to the noting down of the substance 
of his interpretation, on the margin of the books belonging to the orthodox. From the 
margin to the text is but one step. At the end of the 5th century, Vigilius, perhaps 
(see Davidson), quotes the interpretation as part of the text. There is no real citation 
before this date. The passages brought forward from Tertullian and Cyprian contain 
only the words “ Ht hi tres unum sunt,” or the like: this being the Latin form of the 
corresponding clause in either verse, there is nothing in the words themselves to shew 
from which they came. In the two first passages it would be hard to prove that there 
is any thing more than a simple statement of the Catholic doctrine. In the third, 
Cyprian, treating of the unity of the Church, urges that very analogy between earthly 
and heavenly things, the acknowledgment of which seems to have led first to the use of 
“hi tres unum sunt” as a convenient formula in speaking of the Holy Trinity ; next, 
to Augustine’s mystical interpretation; and then, to the received gloss. With the 
teaching of his “ master” Tertullian in his mind, Cyprian would not hesitate to speak 
as he does of the unchallenged verse; had his copies contained the words we reject, 
we should naturally expect that he would quote the whole passage as fitting in pre- 
cisely with the course of his argument. 

IV, The Greek words were first inserted in the Complutensian edition of 1514. When 
Erasmus enquired whether the editors really had mss so different from any he had seen, 
the answer given by one of them was, “Sciendum est Greecorum codices esse corruptos ; 
nostros yero [i. e. Latinos] ipsam veritatem continere.” Erasmus unfortunately pledged 
himself to insert the words if they existed in any one Greek ms. A Codex Britannicus 
was at length found which contained them. Erasmus, in his 3rd edition (1522), fulfilled 
his promise. In his annotations, however (ed. 1535, p. 770), after giving the words 
precisely as they stand in Cod. Montf., he writes thus, “Ex hoc igitur Codice Britan- 
nico reposuimus, quod in nostris dicebatur deesse; ne cui sit ansa calumniandi. 


Tametsi suspicor codicem illum ad nostros esse correctum.” 


A. W. G.] 


8. om ox 7pE¢ Eg To Ev cory 34. 162. (so also the vulgate in the Complutensian 


edition.) 


the Father, the Word, and the Holy Spirit : 
and these three are one,” and who can fail 
to see, unless prejudice have blinded his 
eyes, that the context is disturbed by the 
introduction of an irrelevant matter ? Con- 
sequently, Bengel, one of the most strenu- 
ous upholders of the words, is obliged 
tamely to take refuge in the transposition 
of vy. 7 and 8 (which was perhaps the ori- 
ginal form of its insertion in the vulgate ; 
see Digest I. II. and the quotation by 
Vigilius), so as to bring into treatment 
the matter in hand, before the illustration 
of it is introduced. But even suppose this 
could be done; what kind of illustration 
is it? What is it to which our attention 
is directed? Apparently the mere fact of 
the triplicity of testimony: for there is 
not the remotest analogy between the 
terms in the one case and those in the 
other: the very order of them, differing 
as it does in the two cases, shewsthis. Is 
this triplicity a fact worthy of such a com- 
parison? And then, what is the testi- 
mony in heaven? Is it borne to men? 


Certainly not : for God hath no man seen, 
as He is there: His only begotten Son 
hath declared Him to us on earth, where 
all testimony affecting us must be borne. 
Is it a testimony to angels? Possibly: 
but quid ad rem? And then, again, what 
but an unworthy play on words can it be 
called, to adduce the éy eioty on the one 
side, the essential unity of the ever blessed 
Godhead, and on the other the éi¢ 7d Ev 
eiovy, the concurrence in testifying to one 
fact,—as correspondent to one another P 
Does not this betray itself as the fancy of 
a patristic gloss, in the days when such 
analogies and comparisons were the sport 
of every theological writer P And 2) the 
very words betray themselves. 6 marijp 
and 6 Adyo¢ are never combined by St. 
John, but always 6 mwarno and 6 vidg. 
The very apology of Bengel, “ Verbi ap- 
pellatio egregie convenit cum testimonio,” 
may serve to shew how utterly weak he 
must have felt the cause to be. 

The best conclusion to the whole subject 
is found in the remark of Bengel himself 
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on another occasion (cited by Liicke here), 
of the practice reprobated, of which he 
himself furnishes here so striking an in- 
stance: “male strenuos ii se prebent in 
bellis Domini, qui ita animum inducunt, 
* Dogmati elenchoque meo opportunus est 
hic textus: ergo me ipse cogam ad eum 
protinus pro vero habendum: eumque 
ipsum, et omnia que pro eo corradi pos- 
sunt, obnixe defendam.’ Atqui veritas 
non eget fulcris falsis, sed se sola multo 
melius nititur.” A sketch of the 
principal particulars of the dispute and of 
the books relating to it is given in Horne’s 
Introduction, vol. iv. pp. 355—388. 

9.] argument @ minori ad majus, 
grounded oi the practice of mankind, by 


whic shewn that God’s testimo 
must be $ us. 
we (ma eneral: all reasonable 
men) receive (a8 we do : ei with an indice. : 


ef. John vii. 23, x. 35, xiii. 14. On the 
expression papT. KawBaverv, see reff. It 
is, to receive with approval, to «ccept) 
the testimony of men (Tv av6p., generic ; 
Ti paor. in,any. given case. No special 
testimony need be thought of, as touching 
this present case: the proposition is ge- 
neral), the testimony of God is greater 
(supply in the argument, “and therefore 
much more ought me Bs! recewe that.” 
The testimony of God here spoken of is 
not any particular testimony, as the pro- 
phecies concerning Christ [Bede], or the 
testimony of the Baptist and other eye- 
witnesses to Him [ Wetstein, Storr], or the 
Prophets, the Baptist, Martyrs, and Apos- 
tles [ Bengel, Episcopius, al.]: itis general, 
as is the testimony-of men with which it 
is compared. The particular testimony 
pointed at by the cone Al proposition is in- 
troduced in the following words) : for (sée 
above at=the beginning of ver. 7. Here, 
there is an ellipsis: “ and this maxim ap- 
plies in the case before us, because”), the 
testimony of God is this, that He hath 
borne testimony concerning His Son (i. e. 
the testimony of God to which the argu- 
ment applies is this, the fact that He hath 
borne testimony to His Son: avrn éoriy 
a) paprupia, ore... , asin ver. 11. The 
correction to the easier #v, as in text, 
ver. 10, gives a wrong reference for arn, 
making it refer back to that mentioned in 
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vv. 6—8, and throws back also a wrong 
shade of meaning over ver. 9, making “ the 
testimony of God” there particular instead 
of general. The absolute sense of peyao- 
rvonker is found in the Gospel, i. 32, xili. 
21, xix. 85: see also vv. 6, 7 above). 

10—12.j The perfect pepaptipyKev, ver. 
9, shewed that the testimony spoken of is 


not sorely an historical one, such for in- 
stance as Matt. ii. 17, which God tuapré- 


ii 
pnoev, but one abiding and present. Ae 
these yerses explain to us mae testi- 
mony is. He that believeth in the Son 
of God hath the testimony (just spoken 
of ; Tov Oeov, as the gloss adds: see var. 
readd.) in him (i. e,.inhi The two 
readings do not differ in sense. The ob- 


ject of the divine testimony being, ro- 
duce sath in Christ, Fe ati en Fe 
n whom it has wrought this its effect, one 


who-habitually_ believes in the Son of God 
and says of such an.one that he possesses 
the testimony in himself. s, he 


But easily €hough“here we can syntheti- 


cally put together and conjecture of what 
testimony it is that he is speaking: the 


Rbint by whom we are born again to eter- 
na fe, the water of baptiem by. with 
the new birth is brought to pass in us by 


the power of the Holy Ghost [John iii. 5, 


Tit. iii. 5], the Blood of Jesus by, which 
wedave reconcilia ition with God, a puri- 
cation from our sins [ch. i. 7, ii. 2], and 

al li e (John vi. 53 ff. ],—these_ thrée 
‘ 1 ke up our faith in 

» and so compose that™ testimony, 
which the Apostle designates in ver. 11 by 
the shorter term which comprehends them 
all. This is rightly maintained by Diis- 
terd. as the exegesis: identifying the pao- 
ruoia here with that in ver. 11, as against 
numerous expositors who make the one 
differ from the other. It is plain that all 
evasive senses of éyer éy adr@, such as 
“yecipit in se”’ of Socinus, Grot., Rosen- 
miller, are inadmissible): he that be- 
lieveth not God (St. John, as so frequently, 
proceeds to put his proposition in the 
strongest light by bringing out th ite 
tonite. The reading rq Oe@ is inter- 
nally as well as externally substantiated. 
The participle with the dative is wholly 
different from the same above with éie roy 


ABKL 
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vioy. That is the resting trust of faith 
this the mere first_step of g giving Seine 


2 alae Huther well fills in T@ 
Ti wEenapTrvpncort. And thus it is tacitly 


assumed that one who does not 


the Son.of God, gives no credi 
Hse hath made Him a 
because the state of discredit implies a 
definite rejection still continuing. On the 
expression, see ch. 1. 10), because he hath 
not believed in (here, not only, hath not 
credited, though that was the more shame- 
ful rejection of God’s word: but now the 
full rejection—the refusal. to to_beheve im, 
cast_ himself_on_G e timony e tes- 
timony which God hath testified con- 
cerning His Son. 11.] erein_thi 


testim consists. And the timony 
Gast spkOirof is this, that (consists in 
this, namely, that . . .) God gave (not, 
“hath given.” This is of especial import- 
ance here, where not the endurance of a 
state, but the fact of the gift having been 
once eaanes | is brought” out. a present 


clause, and in ver. 12) ‘to us 
(not “ “<decrevit,” “ promisit,’ as Socinus, 
Schlichting, Episcopius, &c.,—nor as Bede, 
“dedit . . . sed adhuc in terra peregri- 
nantibus in spe, quam daturus est in ccelis 
ad se pervenientibus in re”) eternal life, 
and (6ri is not to be supplied, nor does 
this clause depend on avrn torty «.7.)., 
but it is appositional and co-ordinate with 
it) this life isin His Son (is, as Diisterd. 
quotés from Joachim Lange, in Him, ovat- 
wc [John i. 4, xi. 25, xiv. 6], cwpa- 
recoc [Col. 1.9], évepyyticwe [2 Tim. i. 
10]. Here again, as ever in this Kpistle, 
we have to guard against the evasive and 
rationalistic interpretations of Socinus, 
Grotius, Schlichting, al., such as “ vite 
zterne a Deo consequende rationem to- 


‘liar — 


eoriv bef n Zwn A. 


tam inveniri in ipso Jesu” of Socinus: 


“am pro per,” and “ est pro contingit,” of 


Grot.: “illa vita eterna ipsa est quam 
Jesus revelavit,” of the same). 12.) 
eo 


Conclusion,.of .the..whale... 
ve 6: ee on the hast clause of 

r. 11, and carrying it on a ther, 
even ‘to the absolute identity os attr of 
po mn for the believer, of the of 
God a eternal Tife. “tte that hath the 
Son, hath the life; he that hath not the 
Son of God, the life hath he not. ir 
notice the diction and arrangement, “on 
which Bengel has well 9 “* Habet 
versus duo cola; in priore non additur 
Dei, nam fideles norunt Filium: in altero 
additur, ut demum sciant infideles, quanti 
sit non habere. Priore hemistichio cum 
emphasi pronunciandum est habet: in 
altero, vitam.’ This latter furnishes a 
suuple and beautiful example of the laws 
of emphasis in arrangement: éyev rij 
Sonv—rhy Coohy om ier. Next, the 
exe Tov vidv must not be explained awa ray 
with Grotius by “ verba illa retinere quae 
Pater Filio mandavit,” nor yew thy Cojyv, 
with the same, by “jus certum habere ad 
vitam eternam.” The.zz 


waning the Son 4 
the ist faith testified 


the possession of, Chri 

by the Spirit, the water, and di: 
and the hapteg the Ife is the scaly pos- 
sessing it, no indeed in its most glorious 
poem but in all its reality and vi- 


Cindy, it must be remarked 
thatthe question as to whether eternal 


oe. is_altogether confined. .to.those 
who in the fullest s sense haye.the Son [to 
the exclusion, e. g., of those who have 
never heard of Him], does not belong 
here, but must be entertained on other 
grounds. Seenote on 1 Pet. iii. 19. Diis- 
terd. has remarked that the use of 6 pr) 
Exwv, not 6 obk Exwv (ef. of obK NAENpEVOL 
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see Rom. viii. 27. Eph. i.5, 11. 
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1 Pet. ii. 10], shews that the Apostle is 
contemplating, at all events primarily, 
rather a possible contingency than an ac- 
tual fact: and thus is, primarily again, 
confining his saying to those to whom 
the divine testimony has come. To them, 
according as.they, receive or do not receive 
it, according as they are oi éyovTec or ot 
py Exovrec roy vidy Tov eod, it is a sa- 
vour of life unto life, or of death unto 
death. ~—S«:18.] This verse seems, as 
John xx. 30 f., like an anticipatory close 
of the Epistle: and its terms appear. to 
correspond to those used in ch, i. 4. This 
view, which is maintained by Diisterd., is 
far more probable than that it should refer 
only to what has occurred since ver. 6, as 
ch. ii. 26 to ver. 18 ff. there (so De 
Wette): or only to vv. 11, 12, as Huther. 
Still less likely is it that the concluding 
portion of the Epistle begins with this 
verse, as Bengel, Baumg.-Crus., Liicke, 
Sander, and Tischendorf in his editions. 
These things wrote I to you that ye may 
know that ye have eternal life, [to you] 
that believe in the name of the Son of God 
(as to the reading, I believe the text, 
which is found in B only, to be the “fons 
lectionum.” The unusual position of the 
dative seeming hard, it was altered to the 
nominative as in A al., or transposed with 
its accompanying words, to follow tpiy. 
Then the final clause, not having been 
struck out, was adapted to the preceding 
iva eiOnre, or to John xx. 31, from whence 
came the reading [see Tisch. ] musrevonre. 
Thetwo readings come, in the sense, tomuch 
thesame. If the rec. be followed, then the 
miorevnre must be interpreted “ continue 
to. believe ’’). 14—21.]* Crosn® oF 
THE.KpistLr. The link which binds this 
passage to ver. 13 is the rappnaia, taken 
up again from the etdynre bre of that verse. 
This zafpnoia is the very energizing of 
our spiritual life: and its most notable 
and ordinary exercise is in communion 


‘our brethren, vy. 14—17. 


for ort cay Tt, 0 Tray A: ore o cay 18: ort cay m aly. 


with God in prayer, for ourselves or for 
Then vv. 18— 
20 continue the explanation of the “sin 
unto death,” and the “ sin not unto death,” 
by setting forth the state of believers as 
contrasted with that of the world, and the 
truth of our eternal life as consisting in 
this. Then with a pregnant caution, ver. 
21, the Apostle closes his Epistle. 
14, 15.] The believer's confidence as shewn 
in prayer. And the confidence which we 
have towards Him (which follows as a 
matter of immediate inference from the 
fact of our spiritual life: see ch. iii. 19— 
21) is this, that if we ask any thing ac- 
cording to His will, He heareth us (this 
confidence may be shewn in various ways, 
including prayer as one, ch. iii. 22. And 
that one, of prayer, is alone chosen to be 
insisted on here. As regards the con- 
struction, there is no ellipsis between 7 
map. and ore; “our confidence is this, 
[the confidence] that ...,” as some, e. g. 
Liicke, have thought. 1 wappnoia is it- 
self subjective, the feeling of confidence. 
avrév and 7d OéAnpa avTod must 
by all analogy be referred to the Father, 
not to the Son, by whom we have access to 
the Father. See esp. ch. iii. 21, 22. 
The truth that God hears [d«ove, as in 
reff. ] all our prayers, has been explained on 
ch. iii. 22. The condition here attached, 
that the request be kara Td O€Aypa adrod, 
isin fact no limitation within the reality of 
the Christian life, i.e. in St. John’s way of 
speaking according to the true ideal. For 
God’s will is that to which our glorious 
Head himself submitted himself, and which 
rules the whole course of the Christian life 
for our good and His glory: and he who 
in prayer or otherwise tends against God’s 
will is thereby, and in so far, transgressing 
the bounds of his life in God: see James 
iv. 3. By the continual feeling of submis- 
sion to His will, jomed with continual in- 
crease in knowledge of that will, our prayers 
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will be both chastened, and directed aright. 

If we knew His will thoroughly, and sub- 

mitted to it heartily, it would be impossi- 

ble for us to ask any thing, for the spirit 

or for the body, which He should not 

_hear and perform. And it is this ideal 
state, as always, which the Apostle has in 

view. In this view he goes still further 

in the next verse). 15.| And if we 

know that He heareth us whatsoever we 

ask (= our every petition: the condition, 

kata TO OéAnpa adbrov, is omitted this 

time as being supposed to be fulfilled), we 

know that we have the petitions (ra 

airnpara, ‘res petitas, as Huther from 

~ Lorinus) which we have asked from Him 
(notice the pres. €xopev with the perf. 
qTmHkapev. The perf. reaches through all 
our past prayers to this moment. All these 
we Zyouev: not one of them is lost: He 
has heard, He has answered them all: we 
know that we have them in the truest 
sense, in possession. If the perf. were 
pres., airotpeOa, the assertion gyomev 
would be merely of habit, on each occa- 
sion: as it is, it is of the present possession 
of all past requests. The map’ abrot 
belongs, by the arrangement of the words, 
to yrhcapev, not to éxouev, as Huther). 
16, 17.] Join together the confi- 

dence concerning prayer just expressed, 
and the all-essential Christian principle of 
brotherly love, and we have following, as 
matter of course, the duty, and the prac- 
tice, of intercession for an erring brother. 
And of this, with a certain not strictly 
defined limitation, these verses treat. If 
any man see (on any occasion, aor. “ shall 
have seen”) his brother (as throughout 
the Kpistle, to be taken in the stricter 
sense: not “proximus quicunque,” as Ca- 
lov., but his Christian brother, one born 
of God as he is himself) sinning (Diisterd. 
remarks, that the present part. is not 
merely predicative, as would be the infin. 
apapravey, but more graphic, as describ- 
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ing the ‘brother’ actually in the act and 
under the bondage of the sin in question 
a sin not unto death (see below), he shall 
ask (the future conveys not merely a per- 
mission, “licebit,” but a command, taking 
for granted the thing enjoined as that 
which is to happen), and shall give him 
life (viz. the asker shall give: not, as Beza, 
Piscator, Socinus, Grot., Benson, Bengel, 
Liicke, Sander, al., God shall give, though 
of course this is so in reality: but the 
words mean, he, interceding for his brother, 
shall be the means of bestowing life on 
him: “rogans vivificabit,” as the sthiopic 
version. The vulg. evades it by “ dabitur 
ei vita.’ This bestowal of life by inter- 
cessory prayer, is not to be minutely en- 
quired into, whether it is to be accompa- 
nied with “correptio fraterna,’’—whether 
it consists in the giving to the sinner a re- 
pentant heart [Grot., al.], but taken as 
put by the Apostle, in all its simplicity 
and breadth. Life, viz. the restoration of 
that divine life from which by any act 
of sin he was in peril and indeed in 
process of falling, but his sin was not an 
actual fall) for them that sin not unto 
death (the clause takes up and emphati- 
cally repeats the hypothesis before made, 
viz., that the sin of the brother is not 
unto death. It does so in the plural, be- 
cause the airq@ before being indefinite, all 
such cases are now categorically collected : 
q-d. “shall give this life, I repeat, to 
those who sin not unto death”). There 
is a sin unto death: concerning it I do 
not say that he should make request 
(leaving for the present the great ques- 
tion, I will touch the minor points in this 
verse. First, it necessarily by the con- 
ditions of the context involves what is 
equivalent to a prohibition. This has been 
denied by many Commentators, “Ora si 
velis, sed sub dubio impetrandi,” says 
Corn.-a-lap. And it is equally denied, 
without the same implied meaning being 
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given, by Socin., Schlichting, Grot., Carp- 
zov., Neander, Liicke, De Wette, Huther : 
some of these, as Neander, thinking it im- 
plied, that prayer may be made, though the 
obtaining of it will be difficult,—others, as 
De Wette, that it will be in vain, others as 
Huther, that St. John simply says such a 
case was not within his view in making 
the above command. And most of even 
those who have recognized the prohibition, 
strive to soften it, saying, as e.g. Lyra, 
that though “non est orandum pro dam- 
natis,” yet we may pray for such a sinner, 
“ut minus peccaret et per consequens 
minus damnaretur in inferno:” or as 
Bengel, “Deus non vult ut pii frustra 
orent, Deut. iii. 26. Si ergo qui peccatum 
ad mortem commisit ad vitam reducitur, 
id ex mero provenit reservato divino.” 
Calvin indeed holds fast the prohibition 
in all its strictness, but only in extreme 
cases: adding, “Sed quia rarissime hoc 
accidit, et Deus, immensas gratie sue 
divitias commendans, nos suo exemplo mi- 
sericordes esse jubet : non temere in quem- 
quam ferendum est mortis terns judi- 
cium, potius nos caritas ad bene sperandum 
flectat. Quod si desperata quorundam im- 
pietas non secus nobis apparet, ac si Do- 
minus eam digito monstraret, non est 
quod certemus cum justo Dei judicio, vel 
clementiores eo esse appetamus.” 
Certainly this seems, reserving the ques- 
tion as to the nature of the sin, the right 
view of the od Aéyw. By an express com- 
mand in the other case, and then as ex- 
press an exclusion of this case from that 
command, nothing short of an implied 
prohibition can be conveyed. 

The second point here relates to the dif- 
ference between atrety and épwrgv. The 
first is petere, the second rogare: as in 
Cicero, Plane. x. 25, “ Neque enim ego sic 
rogabam ut petere viderer, quia familiaris 
esset meus.” Cf. Trench, N. T. Syno- 
nyms, pp. 158—162. airety is more of 
the petition of the inferior: “in victum 
quasi et reum convenit,” as Bengel: iow- 
rg@v is more general, of the request of the 
equal, or of one who has a right. Our 
Lord never uses aireiy or aireio@a of His 
own requests to God, but always towrdgy, 
John xiv. 16, xvi. 26, xvii. 9, 15, 20. It is 
true, Martha says, Joa dy airhnoy tov Oeoy, 


Odes oe 6 Oedc, John xi. 22, but it was 
in ignorance, though in simplicity of faith, 
see Bengel in loc.: Trench, p. 161: and 
my note, vol. i, edn, 4, And this difference 
is of importance here. The airetv for a 
sin not unto death is a humble and trust- 
ing petition in the direction of God’s will, 
and prompted by brotherly love : the other, 
the épwr@v for a sin unto death, would be, 
it is implied, an act savouring of presump- 
tion—a prescribing to God, in a matter 
which lies out of the bounds of our 
brotherly yearning [for notice, the hypo- 
thesis that a man sees a brother sin a sin 
unto death is not adduced in words, be- 
cause such a sinner would not truly be a 
brother, but thereby demonstrated never 
to have deserved that. name: see ch. ii. 
19], how He shall inflict and withhold His 
righteous judgments. 

And these latter considerations bring us 
close to the question as to the nature of 
the sin unto death. It would be impos- 
sible to enumerate or even classify the 
opinions which have been.given on the 
subject. Diisterdieck has devoted many 
pages to such a classification and dis- 
cussion. I can do no more than point out 
the canons of interpretation, and some of 
the principal divergences. But before 
doing so, ver. 17 must come under con- 
sideration). 17. | All unrighteousness 
is sin (in the words waoca ddiucia we have 
a reminiscence of ch. i. 9, tay duodoyGpev 
Tac Gpaprlas auwy, mearde éorty Kai Oi- 
katog iva apy nuiv rac adpapriag kai 
Kabapion pac ard waons adikias, and 
also, but not so directly, of ch. iii. 4, which 
is virtually the converse proposition to 
this. Here the Apostle seems to say, in 
explanation of what he has just written, 
“Srv is a large word, comprehending all 
unrighteousness whatever: whether of 
God’s children, or of aliens from Him.” 
The thoughts which have been brought 
into these words,—that adicia is a mild 
word, meant to express that every slight 
trip of the good Christian falls under the 
category of sin, and so there may be a sin 
not unto death,—or, on the other hand, 
that it is a strong word, as Grot., “ aduciav 
vocat non quamvis ignorantiam aut ob- 
reptionem subitam, sed quicquid peecatur 
aut cum deliberatione aut dato ad delibe- 
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rationem spatio,’—or thirdly, as Beza, 
that “peccata omnia hactenus paria sunt, 
ut vel minima minimi peccati cogitatio 
mortem zternam millies mereatur .. .” 
and “omnia per se lethalia esse peccata,” 
—are equally far from the meaning of the 
words, whose import is, as above, to ac- 
count for there being a sin not unto death 
as well as a sin unto death) ; and there is 
a sin not (in this case not a, because no 
hypothetical case is put, nor one dependent 
on judgment, but an objective fact) unto 
death (not having death for its issue: 
within the limit of that adccia, from all of 
which God cleanseth all those who confess 
their sins, ch. i. 9). 

Our first canon of interpretation of the 
apaptia modc Gdvaroy and ob mpdc Oa- 
varov is this: that the @avaroc and the 
Cwn of the passage must correspond. The 
former cannot be bodily death, while the 
latter is eternal and spiritual life. This 
clears away at once all those Commen- 
tators who understand the sin unto death 
to be one for which bodily death is the 
punishment, either by human law gene- 
rally, as Morus and G. Lange, or by the 
Mosaic law, as Schéttgen,—or by sickness 
inflicted by God, as our Whitby and Ben- 
son; or of which there will be no end till 
the death of the sinner, which Bede thinks 
possible (“ Potest etiam peccatum ad mor- 
tem, p. usque ad mortem, accipi.” But he 
rejects this himself), and Lyra adopts. 
This last is evidently absurd, for how is a 
man to know whether this will be so or 
not ? . 

Our second canon will be, that this sin 
unto death being thus a sin leading to 
eternal death, being no further explained 
to the readers here, must be presumed as 
meant to be understood by what the Hvan- 
gelist has elsewhere laid down concerning 
the possession of life and death. Now we 
have from him a definition immediately 
preceding this, in ver. 12, 6 éywy rov voy 
éxyee THY why Oo pip Exwy TOV viov Tou 
Osov rHv Cony ov« éya. And we may 
safely say that the words zpd¢ Qavaroy 
here are to be understood as meaning, 
“involving the loss of this life which men 
have only by union with the Son of God.” 
And this meaning they must have, not by 
implication only, which would be the case 
if any obstinate and determined sin were 
meant, which would be a sign of the fact 
of severance from the life which is in 


Christ (see ch, iii. 14, 15, where the in- 
ference is of this kind), but directly and 
essentially, i.e. in respect of that very sin 
which is pointed at by them. Now against 
this canon are all those interpretations, 
far too numerous to mention, which make 
any atrocious and obstinate sin to be that 
intended. It is obvious that our limits 
are thus confined to abnegation of Christ, 
not as inferred by its fruits otherwise 
shewn, but as the act of sin itself. And 
so, with various shades of difference as to 
the putting forth in detail, most of the best 
Commentators, both ancient and modern : 
e.g. Aretius, Luther, Calvin, Beza, Pis- 
cator, Corn.-a-lap., Tirinus, Baumg.-Crus., 
Liicke, Huther, Diisterd. 

Our third canon will help us to decide, 
within the above limits, what especial sin 
is intended. And it is, that by the very 
analogy of the context, it must be not a 
state of sin, but an appreciable act of sin, 
seeing that that which is opposed to it i 
the same kind, as being not unto death, is 
described by éay rec i0y auapravorvra. So 
that all interpretations which make it to 
be a state of apostasy,—all such as, e. g. 
Bengel’s, “peccatum ad mortem est pecca- 
tum non obvium, neque subitum, sed talis 
status animee in quo fides et amor et spes, 
in summa, vita nova, exstincta est,”—do 
not reach the matter of detail which is 
before the Apostle’s mind. 

In enquiring what this is, we must be 
guided by the analogy of what St. John 
says elsewhere. Our state being that of 
life in Jesus Christ, there are those who 
have gone out from us, not being of us, 
ch, ii. 19, who are called advriyororot, who 
not only “have not” Christ, but are 
Christ’s enemies, denying the Father and 
the Son (ii. 22), whom we are not even 
to receive into our houses nor to greet 
(2 John 10, 11). These seem to be the 
persons pointed at here, and this the sin: 
viz. the denial that Jesus is the Christ the 
incarnate Son of God. This alone of all 
sins bears upon it the stamp of severance 
from Him who is the Life itself. As the 
confession of Christ, with the mouth and 
in the heart, is salvation unto life [Rom. 
x. 9], so denial of Christ with the mouth 
and in the heart, is sin unto death. This 
alone of all the proposed solutions seems 
to satisfy all the canons above laid down. 
For in it, the life cast away and tbe death 
incurred strictly correspond: it strictly 
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corresponds to what St. John has elsewhere 
said- concerning life and death, and de- 
rives its explanation from those other pas- 
sages, especially from the foregoing ver. 
12: and it is an appreciable act of sin, one 
against which the readers have been before 
repeatedly cautioned (ch. ii. 18 ff., iv. 1 ff, 
vv. 5, 11, 12). And further, it is in exact 
accordance with other passages of Scrip- 
ture which seem to point at a sin similarly 
distinguished above others ; viz. Matt. xii. 
81 ff., and, so far as the circumstances 
there dealt with allow common ground, 
with the more ethical passages, Heb. vi. 4ff., 
x. 25 ff. In the former case, the Scribes and 
Pharisees were resisting the Holy Ghost 
(Acts vii. 51) who was manifesting God in 
the flesh in the Person and work of Christ. 
For them the Lord Himself does not pray 
(Luke xxiii. 34): they knew what they 
did: they went out from God’s people and 
were not of them: receiving and repu- 
diating the testimony of the Holy Ghost 
to the Messiahship of Jesus. 

18—20.] Three solemn maxims of the 
Epistle regarding sin and the children of 
God and the world, and our eternal life in 
Christ, are repeated as a close of the teach- 
ing of the Apostle. Ver. 18 seems to be 
not without reference to what has just 
been said concerning sin. In actual life, 
even our brethren, even we ourselves, born 
of God, shall sin, not unto death, and re- 
quire brotherly intercession: but in the 
depth and truth of the Christian life, sin 
is altogether absent. It is the world, not 
knowing God, which lies under the power 
of the wicked one: God’s new-begotten 
children he cannot touch: they are in and 
they know the True One, and in Him have 
eternal life. These maxims are introduced 
with a thrice-repeated oidapev, the ex- 
pression of full persuasion and free con- 
fidence. They form a triumphant repe- 
tition of and anticipation of the attain- 
ment of the purpose expressed in ver. 13, 
iva eldnre Ort Cwry ExeTE alwror. 

18.] We know that every one who is 
born of God, sinneth not (see on ch. iii. 9, 
from which place our words are almost 
repeated. As explained there and in our 
summary of these verses there is no real 
inconsistency with what has been just said. 
And that there is none the second member 
of the verse shews); but he that hath 


‘ Disterd. and Huther. 


been born of God (yevvyeis, aor. this 
time. The perf. part. expresses more the 
enduring abidance_ of his heavenly birth, 
raver: the aor. part., calling attention 
to the historieal fact of his having been 
born of God, fits better the fact that the 
wicked one toucheth him not, that divine 
birth having severed his connexion with 
the prince of this world and of evil. So 
See also the con- 
struction according to the true reading 
below. Sander, in apparent ignorance of 
the force of the tenses, has curiously taken 
them exactly vice versa: and Bengel has 
failed to hit the difference when he says, 
“ Preteritum grandius quiddam sonat 
quam <Aoristus: non modo qui magnum 
in regeneratione gradum assecutus, sed 
quilibet qui regenitus est, servat se.” The 
distinction is ingenious, but is not con- 
tained in the tenses) it keepeth him (“it,” 
viz. the divine birth, pointed at in the 
aor. part. yevyneic. So the vulg., but 
omitting the pendent nom., “sed gene- 
ratio Dei conservat eum.” It is this, and 
not the fact of his own watchfulness, 
which preserves him from the touch of the 
wicked one: as in ch. iii. 9, where the 
same is imported by Ore rd oréppa abrou 
éy adr@ péve, Kk. ob OdvaTat duapravey, 
Ore te rou Oeod yeyévynrat. The rational- 
istic Commentators insist on ryoet éaurdv, 
as shewing, as Socinus, “aliquid prastare 
eum atque efficere, qui per Christum rege- 
neratus fuerit :’ and the orthodox Com- 
mentators have but a lame apology to 
offer. Diisterd. compares ayviZer éauror, 
ch. iii, 3. But the reference there is 
wholly different—viz. to a gradual and 
earnest striving after an ideal model ; 
whereas here the rnocis@ac must be, by 
the very nature of the case, so far com- 
plete, that the wicked one cannot approach: 
and whose self-guarding can ensure this 
even for a day? Cf, John xvii. 15, iva 
THonoye ab’rovc tx TOY Tovnpon, Which is 
decisive), and the wicked one (Satan: see 
reff. and notes) doth not touch him 
(Diisterd. approves of Calvin’s paraphrase, 
which is self-condemnatory—* continet se 
in Dei timore, nec se ita abripi patitur, 
ut exstincto pietatis sensu diabolo et carni 
totum se permittat”—as the meaning of 
0 Tov, obx Gmrérat airov. Of course the 
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words must not be understood as saying 
that he is not tried with temptation by the 
evil one: but imply that as the Prince of 
this world had nothing in our blessed Lord, 
even so on His faithful ones who live by 
His life, the Tempter has no point d’appui, 
by virtue of that their yévynote by which 
they are as He is. “ Malignus appropin- 
quat,” says Bengel, “ut musca lychnum, 
sed non nocet, ne tangit quidem ”’). 

19.] Application of that which is said ver. 
18, to the Apostle and his readers: and 
that, in entire separation from 6 roynpéc, 
the ruling spirit of this present world. 
We know (see summary above) that we 
(not emphatic: no mpyetc as set over 
against 0 Kdopoc. It is not the object 
now to bring out a contrast, but to re- 
assert solemnly these great axioms of the 
Christian life) are of God (i. e. born of 
God: identifying us with those spoken of 
ver. 18), and the whole world lieth in 
the wicked one (this second member of 
the sentence does not depend on the pre- 
ceding 6rt, but like those of vv. 18, 20, is 
an independent proposition. tq tovype, 
by the analogy of St. John’s diction, is 
masculine, not neuter, as Lyra [ “in ma- 
ligno, i. e. in malo igne concupiscentiz ”’ |, 
Socinus, Schlichting, Episcopius [‘ in pec- 
candi consuetudine tenentur”], Grotius 
[but with an allusion to 6 zovnodc], al., 
and E. V. [“ lieth in wickedness” ]. This 
neuter sense can hardly stand after ch. il. 
13, 14, iii. 8, 10, 14 compared: iv. 4: 
John xvii. 14 f., and above all after the 
preceding verse here. For xeio@au év in 
this sense, there is, as in reff., no other 
example. That in Polybius, vi. 14. 6, év 
TH ovykAntyp Keira, “lies in the power 
or determination of the Senate,” is an 
approximation, but not quite the same 
sense. Oswyv éy yobvaor Kéirat, sO com- 
mon in Homer, is another. The idea im 
the power of, and the local idea, seem 
to be combined. 6 zovnpéc is as it were 
the inclusive abiding-place and represen- 
tative of all his, as, in the expressions éy 
kupip, gy xouor@, ty xorar@ noo, éopiv 
éy tw dAnOv@, ver. 20, the Lord is of 
His. And while we are é« rov Qeov, im- 
plying a birth and a proceeding forth and 
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a change of state, the kdopoc, all the rest 
of mankind, wetra: év Tr. 7., remains where 
it was, in, and in the power of, 6 zrovypoc. 
Some Commentators have been anxious to 
avoid inconsistency with such passages as 
ch. ii. 2, iv. 14, and would therefore: give 
Kdopoc a different meaning here. But 
there is no inconsistency whatever. Had 
not Christ become a propitiation for the 
sins of the whole world, were He not the 
Saviour of the whole world, none could 
ever come out of the world and believe on 
Him ; but as it is, they who do believe on 
Him, come out and are separated from 
the world: so that our proposition here 
remains strictly true: the «dopog is the 
negation of faith in Him, and as such lies 
in the wicked one, His adversary). 


-20.|] Yet another otdapev: and that in 


general, as summing up all, the certainty 
to us of the Son of God having come, and 
having given us the knowledge of God, 
and of our being in Him: and the formal 
inclusion, in this one fact, of knowledge of 
the true God here, and life everlasting 
hereafter. Moreover (8€ closes off and 
sums up all: cf. 1 Thess. v. 23; 2 Thess. 
ili. 16; Heb. xiii. 20, 22, al. fr. This not 
being seen, it has been altered to kai, as 
there appeared to be no contrast with the 
preceding) we know that the Son of God 
is come (the incarnation, and work, and 
abiding presence of the Son of God, is to 
us a living fact. Hr 1s HERE—all is full 
of Him—o éuddckadog rapeoriy Kai pwvei 
oe), and hath given (the subject to dédw- 
Key 18 6 vlog Tov OEov, not, as Bengel, 
“Deus” understood. It is the Son of 
God who is to us the bestower of this 
knowledge, see ver. 13: it is He who is 
here at the end of the Epistle made pro- 
minent, as it is He whois to us eternal life, 
and he who hath Him hath the Father) 
to us [an] understanding (8idvo.a, the 
divinely empowered inner sense by which 
we judge of things divine: see Beck, 
Umriss der biblischen Seelenlehre, p. 58. 
It is not the wisdom or judgment ése/f, 
but the faculty capable of attaining to it. 
Compare John i. 12, 18, xvii. 2 f, 6 f., 
25 f.; 2 Cor. iv.6; Eph. i. 18) that we 
know (with the indic. as in the other 
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places where it occurs, or seems to occur, 
in the N. T., tva must bear a sort of preg- 
nant sense, of a purpose accomplished or 
at least secured. See note on iva with 
the future indicative Gal. ii. 4, and ef. Rev. 
iii. 9, vi. 4, 11, xiii. 12, 16, xiv. 13, and 
for the present indicative, reff.: and see 
the whole discussed and examples given 
from later Greek writers, in Winer, edn. 
6, p. 259 f. § 41, b. 1. b, c) the true One 
(i. e. God: cf. John xvii. 8, va yuvworw- 
civ [-ovor al.] oe roy povor adnOivov 
Ocov. The adjective d\n@udy is not sub- 
jective, = adn, but objective, in its 
usual sense of genuine, in distinction from 
every ‘ deus fictitius.’ So Calvin : “ verum 
Deum intelligit non veracem, sed cum qui 
revera Deus est eum ab idolis omnibus 
discernat. Ita verus fictitio opponitur.” 
And thus the way is prepared for the 
warning against all false gods, ver. 21) : 
and we are (again, as in vv. 18, 19, this 
second member is an independent proposi- 
tion, not dependent on the 8tv nor on the 
tva as in the vulgate, “et simus...”) in 
(see above on Kettar éy, ver. 19) the true 
One (viz. God, as above), in His Son Jesus 
Christ (i. e. by virtue of our being in His 
Son Jesus Christ: this second évis not in 
apposition with, but as avrod shews, is 
epexegetic of the former). This (viz. God, 
the Father: the 6 a\n@vdc, who has been 
twice spoken of: see below) is the true 
God, and eternal life. There has been 
great controversy, carried on principally 
from doctrinal interests, respecting the 
reference of this oJroc¢: whether it is to 
be understood as above, or of 6 vide adrod 
"Inoov¢e xptoréc, just mentioned. The 
Fathers who were engaged against Arian 
error, and most of the orthodox expositors 
since, regarding the passage as a precious 
testimony for the Godhead of the Son, 
have maintained this latter view, rather 
doctrinally than exegetically. To this list 
belong Bede, Lyra, a-Lapide, Tirinus, 
Barthol.-Petrus (the continuator of Es- 
tius), Mayer, Luther, Calvin, Beza, Are- 
tius, Piscator, Erasm.-Schmidt, Seb.- 
Schmidt, Spener, Whitby, Caloyv., Wolf, 
Joach. Lange, Bengel, Sander, Stier : and 
even Episcopius takes this view, not being 


able, says Diisterd., to bear the caprice 
and tortuousness of the Socinian exegesis. 
The opposite doctrinal interest has led 
many of those who deny this application : 
e. g. Schlichting (who combats the other 
view simply by abusing the Trinitarians), 
Socinus, Grotius, Benson, Samuel Clarke, 
Semler, which last takes odroc¢ in as far as 
it belongs to aAn@. Oed¢ as referring to 
the Father, in as far as to Zw2) aiwywoe, to 
the Son. To these have succeeded another 
set of expositors with whom not doctrinal 
but exegetical considerations have been 
paramount: e. g. Wetstein, Liicke, De 
Wette, Rickli, Baumg.-Crusius, Neander, 
Huther, Hofmann (Schriftb. i. 128), Diis- 
terdieck, Erdmann. 

The grounds on which the application 
to Christ is rested are mainly the follow- 
ing: 1) that odroc most naturally refers 
to the last-mentioned substantive: 2) that 
Zw) aiwvtog, as a predicate, more naturally 
belongs to the Son than to the Father: 3) 
that the sentence, if understood of God the 
Father, would be aimless and tautological. 
But to these it has been well and decisively 
answered by Liicke and Diisterd., 1) that 
ovrog more than once in St. John belongs 
not to the nearest substantive, but to the 
principal one in the foregoing sentence, 
e. g. in ch, ii. 22 and in 2 John 7: and 
that the subject of the whole here has 
been the Father, who is the 6 d\nOevdc of 
the last verse, and the Son is referred back 
to Him as 6 vidg abtot, thereby keeping 
Him, as the primary subject, before the 
mind. 2) that as little can Zw) aidroe 
be an actual predicate of Christ as of the 
Father. He is indeed » ZwH ch. i. 2, but 
not 7 Zw) aiévios. Such an expression 
used predicatively, leads us to look for 
some expression of our Lord’s, or for some 
meaning which does not appear on the 
surface to guide us. And such an expres- 
sion leading to such a meaning we have in 
John xvii. 8, atrn O& éorw %) aiémnoc Zwh, 
iva ywekwoiy oe roy povoy adnbivoy 
Ody, kai dv azéorEdac Inoody xoordy. 
He is eternal life in Himself, as being the 
fount and origin of it: He is it to us, see- 
ing that to know Him is to possess it. I 
own I cannot see, after this saying of our 
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Lord with co rév povov adnOtvov Ody, how 
any one can imagine that the same Apostle 
can have had in these words any other refer- 
ence than that which is given in those. 3) 
this charge is altogether inaccurate. As 
referred to the Father, there is in it no 
tautology and no aimlessness. It serves 
to identify the 6 aAnAud¢ mentioned be- 
fore, in a solemn manner, and leads on to 
the concluding warning against false gods. 
As in another place the Apostle intensifies 
the non-possession of the Son by including 
in it the alienation from the Father also, so 
here at the close of all, the adAnOivde¢ Oedc, 
the fount of Zw aiwytoc, is put before us 
as the ultimate aim and end, to be ap- 
proached éy r@ vig abrovd, but Himself 
the One Father both of Him and of us who 
live through Him. 21.| Parting warn- 
ing against idols. Little children (see 
reff. He parts from them with his warmest 
and most affectionate word of address), 
keep yourselves from idols (the et8wdov 
is properly a figure of an imaginary deity, 
—while an 6poiwpa is that of some real 
person or thing made into an object of 
worship. So in an old Etymologicum 
ineditum in Biel sub voce [ Diisterdieck }],— 
TO pey eidwArov oddEpiav UdoTacLY EXEL, 


TO O& 6poiwpa tivwy éorw ivodadpa Kai 
ameicacpa. So Rom. i. 23, 1 Cor. x. 19, 
xii. 2, and esp. 1 Thess. i. 9, where, as 
here, O26¢ Zar Kai adnOivd¢ is opposed to 
etowra. And there seems no justification 
for the departing from the plain literal 
sense in this place. All around the Chris- 
tian Church was heathenism: the born of 
God and the reipevor év rw movnow were 
the only two classes: those who went out 
of one, went into the other : God’s children 
are thus then finally warned of the con- 
sequence of letting go the only true God, 
in whom they can only abide by abiding 
in His Son Jesus Christ, in these solemn 
terms,—to leave on their minds a whole- 
some terror of any the least deviation from 
the truth of God, seeing into what relapse 
it would plunge them. This is a more sa- 
tisfactory view than that taken by Diister- 
dieck, that having so long and so much 
warned them against error in Christian 
doctrine, he could not part without also 
warning them against that of which they 
were indeed in less danger, relapse into 
heathenism :—and far better than that of 
Hammond, al., that the <idwXa were the 
fictions of Gnostic error). 


IQANNOY B. 


a3 Johnl. : 
see 1 Pet.v. 1 O 


1. Philem. Paes 
9. 


bver 11. 
Matt. xx. 
16. Luke | 
xviii. 7. Tit. 
4a, ) 1 Pet. 
il. Ps. cv. 
23. 

c here (ver. 5) only. 

¢. 40. 1 John iii. 18 reff. 
Tit.i.1. Heb.x.26. 1Johnii.21. 
vii. 12,18. Winer, edn. 6, p. 509, § 63. ii, 1. 


“a , A nw 

* oeaPutepoc ” exXeKTH “ Kvola Kal ToLG 

\ A ’ a 

auTne, ouc ey ayaTw 
> \ \ , ies = oat , \ x Mi) | & \ 

aAdAa Kat wavteg ou ° eyvwKoteg THY adnUeay, la THYv 


fsee 1 Johni. 8. ii. 4. 


TEKVOLC 


d? » ' A ’ > \ , abcd 
&v adnJea, Kat OUK Eyw fovoc, ghjkl 


\ 


» , \ f? Cos \ ’ ues ”? 
F aAnbeav THv * wévoucav ev nly, Kal 5 el EwY eoTat 


(Isa. xxiv. 2.) al yuvaikes kupiar Kadovvtat awd reacapeskaideka rH, Bpictet. Enchirid. 
d 


e John viii, 32. see 1 Tim. ii. 4. iv. 3. 2 Tim. ii. 25. iii. 7. 
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Verse 1. for cat ove eyw, ove eyw Se A al, Syr Thl: rat ove eyw de L. 


1—3. ADDRESS AND GREETING. The 
elder (the Apostle, known by this name : 
see prolege., “On the writer of the 
Epistle’) to the (not, an: see prolegg. 
“To whom the Epistle was written”) elect 
lady (see prolegg. ibid.), and to her chil- 
dren whom (ovs, mase., probably embraces 
the whole, mother and children of both 
sexes: see 3 John 1. Ver. 4: is no reason 
why we should regard the masc. relative as 
applying to sons only : when proceeding to 
single out some for praise, as there, he 
naturally speaks in the masculine) I love 
in truth (not merely, in reality, as (e., 
fore yao Kal émimddotTwo ayargy, ord- 
parc: but in truth, such truth being the 
result, as stated below, of the truth of the 
Gospel abiding in him: “ amor non modo 
verus amor, sed veritate evangelica nititur.” 
Bengel. See 1 John iii. 18, and note on 
iii. 19), and not I alone, but also all 
who know the truth (there is no need 
to limit this wavrec to all dwelling in or 
near the abode of the Writer, as Grot., 
Carpzov., De Wette, al., or all who were 


personally acquainted with those addressed, 
as Liicke: it is a general expression : the 
communion of love is as wide as the com- 
munion of faith), on account of the truth 
(objective: God’s truth revealed in His 
Son, see 1 John ii. 4), which abideth in 
us, and shall be with us (the Apostle 
continues the construction as if he had 
previously written 7 péver) for ever (cf. 
John xiv. 16, 17. These words are a re- 
miniscence of our Lord’s words there, zap’ 
bytly péve, cai éy vpivécra. The future 
is not the expression of a wish, as some, 
e. g. Licke, have supposed; but of con- 
fidence, as that also which follows, which 
takes its tinge and form from this): there 
shall be with us (by the qpav the Apostle 
includes himself in the greeting, as he had 
before done in the introductory clauses. 
éorat, again, not a wish: see above: we 
must of necessity connect this second forat 
with the first. But the very fact of a 
greeting being conveyed, must somewhat 
modify the absolute future sense, and in- 
troduce something of the votive character. 
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Itis as Bengel, “ votum cum affirmatione ” 
—a wish expressed by a confident assertion 
of its fulfilment) grace, mercy, peace (see 
reff. Trench says well, N. T. Synonyms, 
p- 186, “ xaptc has reference to the sins of 
men, é\¢éoc to their misery. God’s xdpts, 
His free grace and gift, is extended to men 
as they are guilty: His €\eos is extended 
to them as they are miserable.’ And 
thus ydapic always comes first, because 
guilt must be done away, before misery 
can be assuaged: see further in Trench, 
and in Diisterdieck, h. 1. eipyvy is the 
whole sum and substance of the possession 
and enjoyment of God’s grace and mercy ; 
ef. Luke 11.14; Rom. v. 1, x. 15; John 
xiv. 27, xvi. 33) from God the Father 
and from Jesus Christ the Son of the 
Father (from the Father as their original 
fountain, who of His great love hath de- 
creed and secured them for us: from Jesus 
Christ the Son of the Father, this solemn 
title being used for the more complete 
setting forth of the union of Jesus with 
the Father in the essence of the Godhead), 
in truth and love (not to be understood 
of the Holy Spirit, the third Person in the 
blessed Trinity, as Lyra,—nor to be joined 
with rov viov r. marpoc, “ filio verissimo 
et dilectissimo,” as Barthol.-Petrus [con- 
tinuator of Estius] and Whitby,—nor to 
be filled up by “ut perseveretis,” as Corn.- 
a-lap..—nor to be taken as adding two 
more to ydo.¢ édtog etpnvn, making év 
=cum, as Tirinus and Schlichting ;—nor 
as Grot., al—is it “per cognitionem veri 
et dilectionem mutuam: nam per hee Dei 
beneficia provocamus, conservamus, auge- 
mus :” but the real sense is an approxima- 
tion to this last ;—truth and love are the 
conditional element in which the grace, 
mercy, and peace are to be received and 
enjoyed. So Bengel, Liicke, De Wette, 
Huther, Diisterdieck). 

4—11.] Truth and love : These were the 
two ground-tones of the Epistle. And now 
the Apostle proceeds to describe his joy at 

Vou. IV. 


rec ins kupiou bef eno. xp., with KL rel tol 
syr Thl (ic: om AB (d) vulg Syr (sah) eth. , 
om rou B. 


finding the children of the écAexry Kupia 
walking in truth (ver. 4), and to enforce 
the commandment to love one another 
(5, 6): and this in presence of the fact 
that many deceivers are in the world who 
would rob us of our Christian reward, and 
of our share in God (7—9). These are 
not to be treated as brethren, nor greeted, 
lest we partake of their evil deeds (10, 
11). 4.] I rejoiced greatly (at 
some definite time indicated by the aor., 
perhaps: and so it is taken by Huther 
and Diisterdieck ; but it may also be the 
epistolary aor., as f&yeapa so often: 
and this is made more probable by the 
perf. e¥onca which follows. See however 
3 John 3), that I have found (there is not 
a word nor a hint of the assumption of 
Sander, that this finding was the result of 
proof and trial. The most obvious inter- 
pretation is, that at some place where the 
Apostle was, he came upon these who are 
presently mentioned: as in Acts xviii. 2, 
6 IlavAog. . . HAGEv tic KéorvOorv’ Kai 
evpev riva lovoatoy dv. ’Acidar, x.7.).) 
of thy children (no revd¢ is needed as a 
supply : it is contained in the participle 
which follows) walking in truth (i. e. not 
only in honesty and uprightness, but in 
that truth which is derived from and is 
part of the truth of God and Christ: see 
above on ver. 1.—Again, there is no hint 
whatever given that the rest, or that others, 
of her children were not walking in truth. 
The Apostle apparently, as above, in some 
place where he was, lit upon these children 
of the «upia, and sends her their good re- 
port. Respecting the rest, he makes no 
mention nor insinuation) according as we 
received commandment from the Father 
(viz. to walk in the truth: not, as Liicke, 
to love one another, making this clause a 
further description of the manner in which 
they were walking in truth, And row 
maTod¢ must not be taken with (c., ma- 
ripa viv roy xoiordv Kade, érei Kai 
mario sore THY Cua THE olkovopiag attr 
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1 Cor. iii. 3. 
sl Sons iii. 11, t1 John i. 6 reff. 
xix.4. Jer. xxiii, $2 only. 


x pres., = 1 Cor. xv. 85. 


v1 John iv. 1 reff. 


Matt. xxvii. 63. 2 Cor. vi.8, 1Tim.iv.1lonly. Job 
hee w constr., 1 John iv. 2. 
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mapa Tov éavrod mrarpdc Sobivrwy vidr, 
which is unlikely and unprecedented,—but 
as applying to the Father, as in ver. 6). 

5.] And now (so kal viv, coupling 
to what has gone before, 1 John ii. 28. It 
has also a force of breaking off, and passing 
to that which isthe main subject, or most 
in the Writer’s thoughts, which here is, 
that this walking in truth is a walking after 
God’s commandments in love) I entreat 
thee (see on towrdw and airéw, 1 John vy. 
15,16. Here éowré carries, as Schlichting, 
“blandior quedam admonendi ratio :” 
with the assumed fact of a right thus to 
entreat), lady, not as writing to thee a new 
commandment, but (as writing to thee ..: 
the construction is not strictly logical) 
that which we had from the beginning 
(see on this, 1 John ii. 7, 8), that (iva here 
is not epexegetic of éyrodn, as so often in 
St. John, but is to be taken in its proper 
sense, as the aim of towré, and dependent 
on it) we love one another (the expression 
of the commandment in the first person is 
a mark of gentleness and delicacy: a sign 
that he who wrote it kept the command- 
ment himself). 6.] And (“eine 
eigenthumliche Kreisbewegung der Ge- 
danken, wie Johannes sie liebt.” Diisterd.) 
this islove (dyday here is predicate. It is 
used in its widest sense, as the sum and 
substance of all God’s commandments : not 
only as love to God, as Schlichting, Grot., 
al.; nor only as love to the brethren, as 
Benson and J. Lange), that (the expli- 
cative va of St. John) we walk according 
to His commandments. The command- 
ment (the one commandment in which 
God’s other commandments are summed 
up) is this, even as ye heard from the 


beginning that ye should walk in it (the 
apodosis to atrn éoriv begins with raOwe : 
= “is this, even that which ye heard from 
the beginning, that ye should walk in it,” 
viz. in aya7n. am dpxis, as above, 
ver. 5, and 1 John ii. 7). 7.) The 
condition of Love is Truth, see ver. 3. 
And the necessity of fresh exhortation to 
walk in love, in that love whose condition 
is truth, lies in the fact that there are many 
deceivers gone forth, denying the Truth : 
of whom we are to beware, and not, by 
extending to them a spurious sympathy, 
to become partakers with them.—Because 
(see above. 6rt cannot be referred to 
Brérere Eavrode, ver. 8, for its apodosis, 
as is done by Grot., Carpzov., J. Lange, as 
this would involve a length of protasis, 
broken by a parenthetical clause, odrdé¢ 
éoruy x.7.d., quite alien from St. John’s 
style. Nor can we well understand 6rt 
with Bengel, “ratio cur jubeat retinere 
audita a principio :” because the foregoing 
isnot a command “retinere audita a prin- 
cipio;” this latter particular being only 
introduced by the way, not as a principal 
feature) many deceivers (makers to wander, 
see reff.) went forth (here probably, on 
account of the aor., “from us,” as in 
1 John ii. 19. In 1 John iv. 1, it is perf., 
2£eXniOaory, where I have preferred the 
sense, “ are gone forth from him who sent 
them,” viz. the evil one. Huther prefers 
this latter sense here also) into the world 
[namely] they who confess not (instead 
of ody dpodroyodrrec, the Apostle writes 
ot 2) duooyovrrec, thereby not merely 
characterizing the r\dvor as not confessing 
&e., but absolutely identifying all who re- 
pudiate the confession which follows, as 


9. — TQANNOY B. 


- pevov ¥ év oapKt. 
KXoetoroc. 


< 27 » © ou , 8 
ovtoc eotww o “wAavoc Kat oO 
8a , ab ¢ , u A , 

Agree * Eavtove, iva wn CamoXégonte & 


519 


ge 2p 
QAVTI- y 1 Johniv.2 
reff. 


Nz 1 John ii. 18 
bis, 22. iv. 8 
only. 


d > y ’ f o > Cr 
sipyacape0a, adda * piobov fe wAnon fi amoAaf3nre. 9 ag a Mark xiii.o. 
< o , 


1 \ \ , ? a &k a a 
Oo Tpoaywv Kat PH MEVvwyv EV mH diay yh TOU XPlorou 
o = Matt. x. 42 |]. 
f Ruth ii. 12. 
Col. iii. 24. Num. xxxiv. 14. 
k = John vii. 16,17. xviii. 19. Rev. ii. 14, 15, 24. 


b 2nd pers., 1 John v. 21 al. fr. 

e John iv. 36. Matt.x.42. Luke vi. 23 al. 
Xvi. 25. xviii. 80. xxiii. 41. 
note.) 


8. avrove KL, eos Iren-lat Lucif. 


BX., =1Cor, 
x12, xvi. 10 
al.t 


Isa. xlix. 20._ d= John vi.27. | 
&.= Mark iv. 28, h = Luke 
i= Mark xi.9. Luke xi. 39. (see 


rec a7oXsowpev and azodaBwper, with KL 


rel: txt AB d fj 13 cc 40 vulg syrr coptt Ps-Chr Isid Thl-comm (e-comm Iren-lat 
Lucif. (13 [not B, as Beh] has aroXsonrow.)—for epyacapeda, eepyacacbe A A fj ce 
vulg syrr copt Ps-Chr &: txt BKL rel 40 (so Zacagni) syr-marg sah. (qpy. B!.) 


amnons L. 


9. rec (for zp0aywy) rapaBavwy, with KL rel syrr Thl He, wmbulans extra copt: 
txt AB, precedit am (with fuld harl al) sah, recedit demid (with al, and so ed) Lucif 


belonging to the class of mAdvor. The 
subjective py is the necessary consequence 
of such an arrangement, involving an hy- 
pothesis within the limits of the relative 
ot,—the repudiation of the confession : see 
1 John iv. 3, note) Jesus Christ coming 
in [the] flesh (€pxopevov, altogether time- 
less, and representing the great truth of 
the Incarnation itself, as distinguished from 
its historical manifestation [éd@dv, 1 John 
v. 6], and from the abiding effect of that 
historical manifestation [é\nAvOdra, 1 John 
iv. 2]: and all three, as confessions of the 
Person ’Inoove yourréc, distinguished from 
the accus. with infin. construction: see note 
on 1 John iv. 2. He who denies the épyec- 
Oat év capxi, denies the possibility of the 
Incarnation : he who denies the é\Oeiy or 
tAnrvévat, denies its actuality. Other in- 
terpretations, such as that of Hic., cizuy 
6&,. . . » épxopevov év capki, add’ ov« 
e€hOovra, Eudaivortrog tory we rode a- 
Osrodvrag Eyer THY Oevrépay Tov Kupiou 
mapovoiay,. . . that of Erasm., Schlicht., 
Bengel,—“ qui veniebat,” and of Baumg.- 
Crus., “who was to come,” are beside the 
mark). This (viz., “he that fulfils the 
above character.” No supply, such as 5¢ 
ody ph Taira dpodoyet, Wc., is needed. 
See the same construction, 1 John ii. 22) is 
the deceiver and the antichrist (see notes 
on 1 John ii. 18, 22, as to the personal 
relation of these zroA\oi to the one great 
Antichrist of prophecy. The odrog, point- 
ing to a class, makes each one of these, in 
his place, a representative and “ precursor 
Antichristi ”’). 8.] The warning is 
suddenly introduced without any coupling 
particle, and becomes thereby so much the 
more solemn and forcible. Look to your- 
selves (the construction with the reflec- 
tive pronoun is not usual, see reff. éavrovs 
here probably implies not as Bengel, 
“me absente,” but “yourselves,” as 
contrasted with the deceivers, that ye 


too become not as they), that ye lose 
not the things which we wrought (i. e. 
that ye, Christian converts, lose not that 
your Christian state of truth and lovewhich 
we, Apostles and Teachers, wrought in you. 
This not being understood, the verbs have 
been altered in the various texts to the 
first or to the second person to conform to 
one another. The Apostles were God’s 
épyarat, Matt. ix. 37 ||, 2 Tim.ii.15: the 
Wevdaroorodo were toyarat OdArot, 2 Cor. 
xi. 18, kakoi éoyarat, Phil. iii. 2: the 
true éoyoy was to cause men to believe on 
Christ, John vi. 29: and this goyoy the 
false teachers put in peril of loss), but 
receive reward in full (what piodds ? 
The connexion of eipyaodp.e0a with probdv 
must not be broken. The idea is a com- 
plex one. Ye, our converts, are our 
poQd¢g in the day of the Lord: and this 
has suggested the use of the well-known 
word, even where it manifestly applies not 
to the teachers but to the taught, whose 
puobde is the eternal life, which shall re- 
ceive on that day its glorious completion : 
which is éyew Tov vidv, Kk. Toy Tarépa: 
see 1 John iii. 2.—If this reading be right, 
the use which Roman-Catholic expositors, 
as Bart.-Petrus, Mayer, al., have tried to 
make of this verse to establish the merit of 
human works [“ opera bona per Spiritum 
Dei facta mercedem apud Deum mereri,” 
B.-Petrus], falls at once to the ground. 
Nor indeed does it fare much better if 
either of the other readings be taken. If 
the whole be in the first person, then the 
apostolic pto06c, the souls which are to be 
their hire, must be understood : if in the 
second, no human merit, but the reward 
laid up for faithfulness, and for every thing 
done in His name, must be understood, 
which is reckoned of grace, and not of 
debt). 9.| Explanation of this loss, 
that it is the non-possession of God, which 
is incurred by all who abide not in Christ’s 
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11 John ii. 23. ° 

m = John xviii. Deov OUK eX el oO 
29. Jer. xlvi. | 
(xxxix.) 16, 
see2 Pet.i. ¢ 
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Tareoa kal TOV 


ce 


i ) w *8 y ov ™ dé .? \NauBavere 
ne tohnvi.n, UAC Kal TavTnY THY day ny ou pepe; un up 


xix. 27. see 

also John i. 

12, v. 43. 

© Matt, xxvi. 

. Seen 9. 
uke i. 28. - a 

Acts xv. 28. TOLG 4 govnootc. 

xxiii. 26. 

ae il. Isa. xlviii. 22, Esdr. viii. 9. 
Ald. Compl. Wisd. vi. 23 (25). 


Poh ie eeu \ 
auTov &l¢ OlKLAY, Kal 


Did-lat. 
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pévwv év T™ dvay 7; 
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 vioy 


° ' 7a ‘ re ° 
Kaloely avuTw ou] EyEeTE 


p = & constr., 1 Tim. v. 22. 
q John iii. 19, vii. 7. 1 Jobn iii. 12. 
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1 10 oS 


’ \ 
ey et. EL STG epxerat Tooe 
ll 


» cod 


r - . f 
Aéywv yap aut ° yaipety P Kowwret Tog TEpyorg avTou 


ey fi. 14reff.) Isa. xliv. 9 (11) 
‘ol. i. 21, 2 Tim. iv. 18 only. 


rec aft 2nd didayn ins rov yptorov, with KL rel copt 2th Thi Ce ; 
avrov Syr syr-w-ast Lucif,: om AB 13 vulg 


sah Did-lat Fulg. transp voy and 


matepa A (m) 13 am(with demid fuld harl tol) Fulg (m om 2nd roy): txt BKL rel 


syrr coptt Thl ec Lucif, Did-lat. 


11. rec yap bef Aeywy, with KL rel Thl Ge: txt AB m 13. 


iC. 


teaching. Every one that goeth before 


[you] (such I believe to be the meaning of 
the somewhat difficult mpodywy: every 
one who would set up for a teacher, éu- 
mooc0ey THY TPOBaTwY TopEvOpEVOC, AS 
John x. 5, and they following. The ex- 
positors who take this reading interpret 
it, “goeth forward too fast,” “maketh 
false and unsound advance,” regarding it, 
either as ironical [so Huther ], or as serious 
[so Diisterdieck }), and not abiding in the 
doctrine of Christ (i.e. in Christ’s doc- 
trine,—that truth which Christ Himself 
taught. This is far more likely than that 
the gen. should be objective, as Bengel 
[in doctrina, que Jesum docet esse filium 
Dei” ], Liicke, Sander, al.: and thus we 
have the personal gen. after duday# wher- 
ever it occurs in the N. T.: cf. Matt. vii. 
28 ||, Mark iv. 1, John xviii. 19, Acts ii. 
42, al. fr.), hath not God (see 1 John ii. 28, 
v. 12, notes): he that abideth in the doc- 
trine, that man hath both the Father and 
the Son (see as above. The order in the 
text is the theological one, the Father 
being mentioned first, then the Son. 
That in A &e. [see digest] is the logical 
and contextual one, seeing that the test is, 
abiding in the doctrine of Christ. Thus 
he has Christ, and through Him, the 
Father : which of the two is original, it is 
impossible to decide). 10, 11.] The 
exercise of the love of the brethren is con- 
ditioned and limited by the truth : and is 
not to be extended to those who are 
enemies and impugners of the truth. 
Those who harbour or encourage such, 
make common cause with them, and their 
evil deeds.—If any cometh to you, and 
bringeth not (the indic. after ei shews that 
the case supposed actually existed: that 
such persons were sure to come to them : 
cf. John xi. 12, 2 Cor. ii. 5, 1 John iv. 11. 
It is not = éay with subj., which always 


om avrw K k lal 


carries a purely hypothetical force, corre- 
sponding to an interrogation, whereas the 
other corresponds to an assertion: e.g. in 
1 John iv. 11, édy rig dyavg Tov Kdopor, 
which may be resolved, “‘ Does any among 
you love the world? If he do,” &. On 
the other hand, «i rig Epyerar Tpd¢ dma 
may be resolved, “ Some will come to you,” 
&e., “ If any does,” &c.) this doctrine (the 
expression ravrny tiv didaxny od déper 
points out the person as a teacher, not a 
mere traveller seeking hospitality. And the 
ov, not px, distinctly reverses the gépee: he 
not only comes without this doctrine, but 
by so doing, brings the contrary doctrine. 
The absence of testimony for the truth is, in 
one who brings any testimony at all, equiva- 
lent to testifying for error), receive him 
not into [your] house, and do not bid 
him good speed: for he that biddeth him 
good speed, partaketh in his evil deeds 
(these words must be understood with their 
right reference: “non de iis qui alieni 
semper fuerunt ab ecclesia, 1 Cor. v. 10, 
sed de iis qui volunt fratres haberi et 
doctrinam evertunt,” as Grot. These were 
not to be received with the grdoevia with 
which all Christian brethren were to be 
entertained. Such reception of them would 
in fact be only opening an inlet for their 
influence. But this is not the point on 
which the Apostle mainly dwells. It is 
the kotywvia which the host in such a case 
would incur with them and their anti- 
christian designs, by encouraging them. 
And this is further impressed by the cau- 
tion against saying yaipey to them: which 
is to be understood not with Clem.-Alex., 
of the solemn salutation after prayer, “ quo- 
niam in oratione que fit in domo, post- 
quam ab orando surgitur salutatio gaudii 
est et pacis indicium,” Adumbrat. in 2 
Joan. juxt. fin.: nor with Corn.-a-lap., of all 
intercourse whatever, “omne colloquium, 
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see Jobn viii. 
26. xvi. 12. 
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e an € e i 


\w , A WwW , od ad x \ 
uuac Kat oTOoua TeOC OTOUa AaAnoa, tva Ka0a UULWyv 


13? 


a Matt. i. 19. 
James i. 18, 
iv. 4 only. 
Exod. x. 27. 


> Ud \ lol a 
9 * weTAnowpérn. aomacgsral o€ Ta Tékva THC adeAPng EIA? 


cov Tne * exAEkTne. 


IQANNOY B. 


u=2 Cor. iii. 3. 8 John 18 only ¢. (Matt. v. 86. Rev. vii.5,12 only. Zech. vi. 2.) 
25, w 8 John 14. = Jer. xxxix, (xxxii.) 4 only. 


1 Cor. ii. 8. xvi. 10. see John vi. 25, 


oT. Kata ot., Num, xii.8, mos mpos mos, Plat. Sophist. p. 217. 


Jer. xliil. 
(xxvi.) 2&6 
F., 23 only 
(-réov, ib. 
ver. 4, &c.). 
v Acts vii. 31. x. 10, 15. 
(4 Kings xxi. 16 Ald.) 
x 1 John i. 4 reff. y ver. 1 reff, 


12. for exwy, exw Alo al: but in A, y is written over the line by an ancient, per- 


haps the original, scribe. 
ABKLabghImoce 40 Thi. 


syrr Th] Gc: txt AB c 13 vulg copt eth. 


yeaa A g al,. 
for adXa edridw, ed. yap A d 13 ce vulg copt 

eth arm: txt BKL rel syrr sah Thl @e.—adX La hj m. 

ehOay, with KL rel tol vss: txt AB d 13 vulg syr Thi. 


rec nBovdrnOny, with rel: txt 


rec (for yeverOar) 
rec nuwy, with KL rel 
meTAnowpern bef n Bvulg (exc am) Thl. 


13. rec at end ins any, with KL rel fuld syrr Thl Cc, vale some mss of vulg; 9 
xapec peO” vewy or pera cov al; Syr syr-w-ast eth-rom arm: om AB d 13 vulg coptt 


Bede. 


SUBSCRIPTION. elz om, with rel ; reXog ory N’ h: wavvov excoroAn B’ L al: txt AB. 


omne consortium, omne commercium cum 
hereticis:” but it is a further intensifica- 
tion of the exclusion from the house, and 
forms a climax, cai py =pndé: do not 
even, by wishing him yaipery, good speed, 
and if spoken by a Christian, God speed, 
identify yourselves with his course and 
fortunes. If you do, you pronounce ap- 
proval of his evil deeds, and so far share 
his guilt, advancing their success by your 
wishes for it. 

This command has been by some laid to 
the fiery and zealous spirit of St. Jobn, 
and it has been said that a true Christian 
spirit of love teaches us otherwise. But 
as rightly understood, we see that this is 
not so. Nor are we at liberty to set aside 
direct ethical injunctions of the Lord’s 
Apostles in this manner. Varieties of in- 
dividual character may play on the sur- 
face of their writings: but in these so- 
lemn commands which come up from the 
depths, we must recognize the power of 
that One Spirit of Truth which moved 
them all as one. It would have been in- 
finitely better for the Church now, if this 
command had been observed in all ages by 
her faithful sons). ; 

12, 13.] Cononusion. Having many 
things to write to you, I would not 
[communicate them] by means of paper 
and ink (“6 xdprys,” says Liicke, “the 
Egyptian papyrus, probably the so-called 


Augustan or Claudian,—té pédav, the 
ink, commonly made of soot and water 
thickened with gum,—é Kdédapos, the 
writing-reed, probably split, pecooytdhe 
or peodrouoc,—were the N. T. writing 
materials”), but I hope to come to you 
(reff., and note on Rey. i. 10) and to 
speak mouth to mouth (so mpdcwroy 
mooc modcwmoy, 1 Cor. xiii, 12. o7dpua 
moog ordpua in Xen. Mem. ii. 6. 32 is not 
said of conversation), that your joy may 
be filled full (see 1 John i. 4, viz. by hear- 
ing from the mouth of the Apostle himself 
those messages of life and truth which he 
forbore writing now; not, as Schlichting 
and Benson, by his bodily presence : still 
less as Bart.-Petrus, “ Apostolos non omnia 
yoluisse scripto committere que ad salu- 
tem pertinentia vellent nota esse fidelibus, 
sed multa sermone solo tradidisse” (see 
also Corn.-a-lapide h. 1.), than which it is 
hardly possible to imagine a sillier com- 
ment: for the first Epistle was written 
with this very same view, i. 4). There 
greet thee the children of thine elect 
sister (these words are variously inter- 
preted according as the cvpia is under- 
stood of a lady, or of a church. The non- 
mention of the xupia herself here seems, * 
it must be confessed, rather to favour the 
latter hypothesis). See on the whole, the 
prolegomena. 2 


IQANNOYT I. 


a2 John 1 reff. 

b 1 John ii. 7 
al.fr. Ps. 
xliv. tit. 

el gohn iii. 18 


reff. 
d Acts xxvi. 
29, xxvii. 29, 
Rom. ix. 3. 
2 Cor. xiii. 7, 
9. James v.6 only. Num. xi. 2. 
xiv. 41. -dwes, Prov. xxx. 29.) 
g = Acts xv. 14 only. 


© ey adnOeia. 


Gen. xxix, 6. 


£x* , \ eo? ral , e , 
vytatve, ® KkaQwe * evodovTat cov n poy. 
eRom.i.10. 1Cor. xvi.2only. Gen. xxxix. 3,23 al. (-dos, Num. 
f Luke y. 31. vii. 10, xv. 27 only (exc. 1 Tim. i. 10 al7. in pastoral epp. met.), 


, 1 oh a > a \ ’ \ , na 
*°6 * mozaBurepoc Taiw rw > ayarnty, ov eyw ayaTw 


) > o ‘ 
2 “Ayarnté, TEpl TAVTWY * vy opal oe ° evodovebat Kat 


ak eXapnv 


h Luke xxiii. 8, 2 John 4 only. 


TrrLE. Steph extoroAn warvov rpirn: elz w. Tov amocrodov exior. Ka0odiKn 
ToiTn: ada Tad TeLITa TavTa TEpLKAVTOE Lwarrne f: Ww. TO. Ex. h: ET. TO. lw. KAD. 
k: w. em. a0. y’ 1: ww. KaO. rp. m: ez. ww. Kad. y’ 0: ww. em. y’ C: em. TO. TOV aytou 


atoor. ww. L: A’s title is lost: txt B. 


1.] AppRxss. The elder (see prolegg. 
to the two Epistles) to Caius the be- 
loved (on Caius, see prolegg. The epithet 
T@ ayamyro@ seems to be used this first 
time in a general sense: cf. éyw below), 
whom I (for my own part: Caius was gene- 
rally beloved, and the Apostle declares that 
he personally joins in the affection for him) 
love in [the] truth (see 2 John 1, note. 
"Ey adnGeia ayardg 6 kara Kvptoy dyanoy 
évdrabirw aydry, ic.). 2—4. | 
Wish that Caius may prosper, as his soul 
prospers: and ground of this latter asser- 
tion.—Beloved (the repetition of dyamnré 
is due perhaps more to the fact that the 
direct address begins here, than to any 
specific motive, such as the supposed ill 
health of Caius, as Diisterd. from Liicke 
[but not in his 3rd edn.]}), I pray that 
concerning all things thou mayest pros- 
per (wept mavrwv is taken by many, e. g. 
Beza [H. V.], Wahl, Liicke [1st edn. ], al., 
and recently by Diisterd., as signifying 
“above all things :” for which they allege 
Hom. I. a. 287, add’ 60" dvrjo eOédet wepi 
mavrwy tupevar ddd\Qwv. But it has been 
urged on the other side 1) that Homeric 
usage is no real index to N. T. usage: 


2) that the meaning in Homer is not that 
sought here: 3) that it would be unna- 
tural for the Apostle to pray for Caius’s 
bodily health and prosperity “above all 
things.’ And hence the other modern 
Commentators, Liicke [edn. 2], De Wette, 
Huther, Sander, have taken the above 
meaning: which cannot be impugned, as 
Diisterd., by saying that epi is never 
found jomed with esodovo@at, or that év 
maotv would be more natural than epi 
mavrwy. qmept with a gen. is too usual 
signifying reference, to be set aside or 
judged of by the consideration of the verb 
which precedes: St. John himself uses it 
with verbs of very various classes. ev- 
odovcPar is pass. of evoddw, of which the 
neut. form is evodéw, from evodia, to have 
a «adr 606¢: -dw, to make, or give a Kad? 
o06c. So Hesych., evodudce, carevOuver 
EvwOWOn, yroiuwdoOn. So that the pass, 
evodove0ar comes to much the same as the 
intrans. edodeiv. Its use is common, and 
regular, in the LXX. See notes on reff., 
and Liicke’s and Diisterd.’s account of the 
usages, here) and be in health (i. e. bodily 
health. epi mdyvrwy, in all probability, 
does not belong to dyiaive, but only to 
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6 


o constr., John xv. 18, 17. 


i. 
(-<€ecv, Heb. xiii.2. -odoxetv, 1 Tim. v.10.) 


+ 


VERSE 8. B omits the -rwy of paprupovytwy. 


\ co ‘ Cm | ’ Ud > \ 
Imotov moic O sav EPYAGH sC TOE 
Se uke Ua Ul al 
ol “euaprvenoay cov TH 


ovx “EAAnwkov tevto mocets, Liban. ad Max. 
i. 28. 


= Rom. iii. 
21 +. constr., 
vv. 6, 12. 
John iii. 26, 


meoutateic. * ™ weiZo- * 


V. 83. xviii. 
87. Luke iv. 
22. 
12 John 4 only. 
see 1 John 
i. 6, 7. 
m here only t. 
n plur. indef., 
see 1 Cor. vi. 
p constr., Luke iv. 28. q=1Johni.9. so 
r Rom. xiii. 11. 1Cor. vi.6,8. Eph.ii.8. Phil. 


8 = Matt. xxv. 35. xxvii. 7. Acts xvii. 21. Eph. ii.19. Heb. xi.13 only. Ruth ii. 10. 


om ov A. 


4. yapay bef ovr exw C al,, xy. ravTn¢ ovK exw m.—exwv B'(ita cod).—yapwy B al, 


vulg (not tol) copt. 


evodovo0a: the latter verb is a particular, 
taken out of the former, which is general), 
even as thy soul prospereth (viz. éy r7 
kata 70 evayyédov modireig, Hc.: as is 
shewn by what follows. There is a pas- 
sage in Philo, Quis rer. div. heres, § 58, 
p. 514, Mangey, in which the well-being 
of body and soul are similarly compared : 
Stray evoog pou Ta éxroc mpdc EvTropiay Kai 
eydokiay’ evody Ta owWpuaTtoc mpd Vytiay 
TE Kai toxvy, €1009 dé Kai Ta Puxne 
mpooc admodavow apeToy). For I rejoiced 
greatly when the brethren came and 
testified to thy truth (the participles éoy. 
and pagr. are in reality timeless, and con- 
vey merely the reason of the éydonyv: but 
such a connexion is given in English by 
the temporal adverb, which has in this 
case rather a ratiocinative than a purely 
temporal force. In gov tH adnbelg, the 
subst. is necessarily subjective—thy share 


| of that Truth in which thou walkest, see 


-) below), even as thou walkest in truth 


(this clause is not an independent one, 
adding the testimony of the Apostle to 
that of the brethren,—“as [I know that ] 
thou walkest &c.:” but is epexegetical of 
the former clause, and belongs to the testi- 
mony of the brethren, as is shewn by what 
follows, dkovw ra éud rT. K.7.A.). 

4.| Explains éydony Nav above. I have 
no greater (the form peZdrepog is con- 
demned by some [Phryn. Lob. p. 136, 
Cc. h.1.] as barbarous. But these com- 
paratives of comparatives and superlatives 
are found both in classical and in N. T. 
Greek: see Eph. iii. 8, and note) joy than 
this (lit. “than these things :” following 
the usage by which raira is so often put 
where one thing only is intended: cf. the 
formula, kat ravra, “idque:’ so Plat. 
Pheed. p. 62, D, add’ 6 avdntog dvOpwrog 


rec om ry, with C-corr KL rel Thl Gc: ins AB(ita cod) C!. 
5. eoyalyn A. (quidquid operaris vulg Jer.) 
rel Thl Hic: rove, omg ec, d: txt ABC vss. 


rec (for rovro) ec rove, with KL 


trax’ ay oinQein radra, geveréoy eivar 
ano tov dsomérov. See Kiihner, Gr. ii. 
p- 48), that (explicative, as constantly in 
St. John after the demonstrative pronoun) 
I hear of my children walking in the 
truth (on the participial construction, see 
note on 2 John 7. The expression réeva 
here seems rather to favour the idea that 
the cupia of the 2nd Epistle is a Church: 
see prolegg. to 2 John). 

5—8.] Praise of the hospitality shewn 
by Caius; and reason of that praise. Be- 
loved (beginning again of new address: | 
see above on ver. 2), thou doest a faithful } 
act (déioy musrov avdpdc, as Mic. and | 
most interpreters. De W. and Bengel ex- 
plain it “fidele facis: facis quiddam quod 
facile a te pollicebar mihi et fratribus.” 
But the other is better. In muoréc 6 NO- 
yoc, 1 Tim. i. 15 al., there is possibly the 
same allusion: not only a saying worthy of 
credit, but one belonging to those who are 
of the ziortc) whatsoever thou workest 
(the aor. betokens these deeds as summed 
up in one and characterized as mvordy) | 
towards (so the Lord in Matt. xxvi. 10 
describes His anointing by Mary thus,| 
Kady éoyoy eipyaaato eis ivé) the bre- 
thren, and that (and those brethren), 
strangers (pAczevia is an especial mark 
of Christian @yamn, Rom, xii. 18, 1 Tim. 
iii. 2, Tit. i. 8, Heb. xiii. 2, 1 Pet. iv. 9), 


who (the above-named Zévou adeAgoi) bore | 


testimony to thy love in the presence of 


the church (viz. where St. John was at © 


the time of writing. They were Evan- 
gelists, ver. 7: and thus would naturally 
give the church an account of their mis- 
sionary journey, during which they were so 
hospitably treated by Caius): whom thou 
wilt do well if thou forward on their 
way (as Bengel says, the future is a 
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t = Acts iv. 
10. xix. 9. 
1 Cor. i. 29. , 
u= Acts x.83. TE 
1 Cor. vii. 87, 
38. Phil.iv. ¥ 
14. James 
ii. 8, 19. 
2 Pet. i. 19. 
2 Chron. vi. 8. 
v Acts xv. 3. 


xx. 88. xxi.5. Rom.xv. 24al.t 1 Macc. xii.4al. Jos. Antt. xx. 2.5. 
Wied. vii.15. xvi.1. Sir. xiv. 11 only. 
v.4lonly.) Acts ix. 16, xv. 26. xx1.13. Rom.i.5 only. 


i.27. Col.i.10. 1 Thess. ii. 12 only ft. 


7 = Matt. xvii.25. Exod. xxx. 16. 


b = John xiii. 14. xix. 7 (al.). 1 John ii. 6. iii. 6. iv. 11. Rom. xv.1}. 


IQANNOY IT. 


pac * aéiwe tov Qeou. 

efnrAOov pndev * AauBavovrec avo Twv * OvuiKov. 
I b » , c ¢ ’ \ , ef d 

ovy ° opetAopev vtoAapPavew Tove ToLtovtouc, iva “ ouv- 


wits 


ea ’ > ’ \ - , Vv 
aya7Ty) * evwmtov ekKAnolac, ovuc "“kadwe TOLNOELC TT po- 


iL. \ A toy 
ye TOU OvoLaToc 


x 2558 
UTE 
8 pete 


w Rom. xvi.2. Eph.iv.1. Phil. 
x (ellips., Acts 

y = Luke ix.6. Acts xv. 40 al. 

a Matt. v. 47. vi.7. xviii.17 only t+. (-@s, Gal. ii. 14.) 
; ce = Acts i.9 (ii. 15. Luke vii. 


43. x. 80) only. Ps. xxix. 1. of etropoe rovs évdecis bmoAapBavovor, Strabo, p. 653. Diod. Sic. xix. 67. 
a John, here only. Paul, Rom. xvi. 3al9. w. dat., here only. (-yetv, James ii. 22.) 


6. for ot, 0 K. 
not am fuld &c.) 


mouoac mpomepperc C arm. (benefaciens deduces vulg-ed, but 


7. elz aft ovoparog ins avrov, with b g m o Syr syr-w-ast: om ABCKL rel am coptt 


arm. eEnCav B. om Twy C. 


rec (for cOvikwv) eOywy, with KL rel 


Thl Ge, gentibus am-sah: txt ABC 13. 40, gentilibus fuld tol copt. 


“ morata formula hortandi.” The aor. 
part. presents no difficulty: it will then, 
and not till then, be a good act, when it is 
done. And this would only be expressed 
by the fut. with an aor. part.: od¢ Kadwe 
Tomoec mooTéumwy would be Hable to 
be rendered “whom thou wilt benefit by 
forwarding &c.”—the present part. being, 
in such a conjunction, timeless, and merely 
ratiocinative. On mpomépip., see reff. and 


| Tit. iii. 18) worthily of God (this qualifica- 


tion belongs to wpomépwac, not as Carp- 
zov., who supplies a kai before agiwe, to 
mowmoetc,—* well and worthily of God.” 
The words mean, in a manner worthy of 
Him whose messengers they are and whose 
servant thou art). For on behalf of the 
Name (of Christ: see the second ref., and 
cf. Ignat. ad Eph. 3 and 7, and ad Philad. 
10, dofdoa 76 dvona. Bengel says, “sub- 
audi, Dei, Lev. xxiv. 11. Conf. Jac. ii. 7.” 
But neither of these places applies. O.T. 
usage is naturally no guide for us here; 
and St. James alludes to the name of 
Christ) they went forth (on their mission- 
ary journey : not, as Beza, Erasm.-Schmidt, 
Wolf, Carpzov., Bengel, “were driven 


| forth :” see more below), taking nothing 


(veceiving nothing by way of benefaction 
or hire: even as St. Paul in Achaia, 1 Cor. 
ix. 18, 2 Cor. xi. 7 ff., xii. 16 ff., 1 Thess. 
ii. 9 ff: against Huther, who denies the 
applicability of the comparison, seeing that 
in St. Paul’s case they were Christian 
churches: but so must these have been, 
before they would contribute to the sup- 
port of their missionaries. Notice pydév ; 
implying that it was their own deliberate 
purpose; refusing to take any thing: 
ovdéy would have expressed only the fact, 
which might have arisen from the remiss- 
ness of the é@2«oi, and might have been 
considered by themselyes as a hardship. 


This is the force of pydéy, and not as 
Diisterd., that 0#déy would only have stated 
the fact, but by pndéy the Apostle pre- 
sents it for the consideration of his readers) 
from the heathens (reff. The expositors 
spoken of above under 2&7\Ooy, take these 
words as belonging to it, “expulsi sunt a 
paganis,’ and interpret pndéy AapBa- 
vovTec, “nihil secum asportantes,” “om- 
nibus rebus spoliati.” Grot., who takes 
é€nAPov of expulsion, understands it to 
have been “a Judea, per Judzeos incredu- 
los, ob Christum :” and takes the rest as 
meaning “ potuerant in ista calamitate ad- 
juvari misericordia rév éw, sed maluerunt 
omnia Christianis debere.” But the whole 
interpretation is forced and unnatural, and 
the ordinary one obvious, and very suit- 
able, considering the motive put forward 
in ver. 8, which clearly shews them to 
have been workers for God’s truth. The 
pres. part. AapBavorrec indicates, not 
what they did when they é&\@ov, but 
their habit after their setting out: and is 
as so often, indicative of norm, without 
any particular time being pointed out. So 
that we need not, with Huther and Diis- 
terd., imagine that there is an allusion to 
a missionary maxim, to take nothing from 
the heathen, in accordance with which 
they acted). We therefore (jpets, contrast 
to the 20rKoi: ody, because they pndiv 
AapBavovow amb tr. &uKdyv) ought to 
support (see Strabo in reff. Notice the 
allusion to A\auBavorrec above. The word 
does not seem to signify “receive hos- 
pitably,” as some have explained it, nor 
does it imply, as @e., Thl., appealing to 
dréehaBoy pe weei Aéwy Erowpoc ic Onpav, 
Ps. xvi. 12, anticipating, not waiting to be 
asked, in the exercise of good offices) such 


persons, that we may become fellow- | 


workers [with them] for the truth (this, 


10. 
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goyot ywopela rH ° aAnbeia. 9 "Eypaya tt rH éxkAnota * forer 2. 


aXr’ o * gXoTpwrevwn avutwv Avorpépng ovK * emidéyerat 

nuac. | Sa rovro, éav 2AOw, » Yrouvnow avtou Ta epya 

a qotet Aoyoug TOVNoOLC * pAvagav mac, Kat py * doKkov- 

Bevog emt Tovroc | ovTe avroc 5 emoeyerat Tou adeApove 
14. Tit.iii.1. 2Pet.i.12. Jude5only+. (-uvnous, 2 Pet. i. 18.) 


Y (-pos, 1 Tim. v. 13. 
Tim. vi.8. Heb. xiii. 5. 2 Macc. v. 15. 


(not transit, elsw.) Xen. Anab. iii. 1. 26. 
iii. 14. 1 Ti iii 


only.) 1so John iv. 11. v. 87, 38. 


8. rec azoap(., with C-corr KL rel: txt ABC! 13. 
for adn@ea, exxrAnora A. 
rec om tt, with KL rel eth Thl Ge: for 71, avy d 13 cc 40, 


K f! ee Thi. 
9. eypaias B. 


fhere only t+. 
(-z0s, Polyb. 
frag. 115.) 

g here only f. 
= 1 Mace. 
xii. 8 al. 
Polyb. vi. 24. 
7. xxii. 1. 3. 

h Luke xxii. 61, 
John xiv, 26. 
2 Tim. ii. 

ihere only t. 
3.) , , Kelsw. w. dat., Luke 
(act., Matt. xxv. 9. John vi.7. xiv. 8.- 2 Cor. xii, 9 


yivopeba Cc: yerwpeba 


seripsissem forsitan vulg: av rT 29. 662: txt ABC coptt. 


10. for cay, ay A. 


and not as vulg. “ut cooperatores simus 
veritatis” [so Luth., Grot., Bengel, al.], 
is the construction. Those with whom one 
is ovvepydc, are put in the gen., see Rom. 
xvi. 3, 9, 21, 1 Cor. iti. 9 al. The dat. is com- 
modi: to promote the cause of the truth: 
SO ovvepyoi sic THY Baoieiay tT. Oe0v, 
Col. iv. 1l,—ovvepydv nyady ty rp evay- 
yerip, 1 Thess. iii. 2). 

9,10.] Notice of the hostility of Dio- 
trephes. I wrote somewhat to the church 
(the te does not imply that the thing 
written was specially important, nor on 
the other hand does it depreciate; but 
merely designates indefinitely: cf. Acts 
xxiii. 17, Eyee yap re dmayyéihar avre, 
and Luke vii. 40, Sipwy, Zxw cot rT cimeiv: 
and Matt. xx. 20. The contents of the 
Epistle are not hinted at. The “scrip- 
sissem forsitan” of the vulgate [éypapa 
tiv, see var. readd.] has arisen from a 
foolish notion that the Apostle must not 
be represented as having written any thing 
which has been lost to us. The é«xkAnota 
is apparently the church of which Caius 
was a member: not as Bengel, that out of 
which the missionaries of ver. 7 had gone 
forth): howbeit (4\Ad after an affirma- 
tive sentence is stronger than the mere 
adversative but : see Kiihner, Gr. ii. p. 436) 
Diotrephes who loveth pre-eminence (6 
ipapralwy ra mpwreia as the ancient 
Schol. He appears to have been not, as 
Bede, “heeresiarcha temporis illius quidam 
superbus et insolens, malens nova dicendo 
primatum sibi usurpare scientize quam an- 
tiquis sancte Heclesie, que Johannes pree- 
dicabat, humiliter auscultare mandatis :” 
so much is not implied in the words, but 
only that he was an ambitious man who 

| willed that not the Apostle but himself 
| should rule the church) over them (the 
‘members of the church, implied in the 


ins etc bef nuac C. (garriens im nos vulg.) 


* nostra,” 


for BovXo- 


word éckAnoia. The gen. after verbs of 
pre-eminence, as S¢ dprorevecke payecOar 
Toodwr, Ll. 2.460: wadArorevoe raciwy 
Toy tv Srdapry yuvanay, Herod. vi. 161. 
See Kiihner, ii. p. 197) receiveth us not 
(does not recognize our authority : here in 
an improper sense, but in the next verse 
probably literal: see there. Its more usual 
sense in Polybius, who uses it frequently, 
is to admit of, rod Katood ove émidexo- 
pévov KaTaporvny, iii. 79.12. The rpac 
wants no explanation such as “ monita 
“ovorartkac nostras,” or the 
like: in rejecting the Apostle’s person, he 
rejected all his influence). On this ac- 
count, if I should come (see for éa¢v 1 John 
ii. 28), I will bring to mind (i. e. as Bede, 
“in omnium notitiam manifestius arguendo 
producam :” see reff. No aviréy is under- 
stood: it is not to Ais mind, but to the 
minds of all) his works which he doeth 
(what they were, is explained by the par- 
ticiple following), prating against us (this 
is the best rendering of dAvap@v, which 
conveys not only the AoWopdy, kacodoyay | 
of (c., but also that the reproaches were 
mere tattle, worth nothing, irrelevant: so 
Eustathius on Il. y. 861, in Raphel, h. 1., 
To év ov OsovTt Adyoug mpotévar PrvEiv 
héyerau «. gdrvapety. Cf. 1 Tim. v. 18) 
with wicked speeches: and not satisfied 
with (do«eiofa: is ordinarily [see reff. ] 
with a dative: the ért, as in yaipeey évi, 
and similar expressions, introduces the 
ground on which the doxeto@ar superim- 
ponitur) this (more probably plur., as in 
ver. 3, where the whole matter in question 
is meant, than as agreeing with the Adyor 
moynoot, which had not been the only 
things mentioned of him), neither doth he 
himself receive the brethren (here ém- 
Séxopat seems best taken in its literal 
sense, as in Polyb. xxii. 1, 3, daavrag 


BadrAu. 


n ver. 1. 

o 2 Thess. iii. 
7,9. Heb. 
xiii. 7 only ft. 
Wisd. iv. 2 es 
vat. xv. 9 o a 
only.(-untys, y ¢ 
Heb. Mf 


p Rom. ii. 9. 
vii. 21. xii. 21 
bis. xiii. 4 
bis. xvi. 19. 


14 
TWVY KQL UT 


1 Cor. xiii. 
om, X11. . 
4 Deut. xxx. 15, OTUs 
r Matt. xix. 17. 


Luke vi. 45. Rom. ii.10. vii. 18 bis. 1 Pet. iii.18. 2 Kings xiv. 17. 
t John viii. 28 al. fr. John, passim, 
v1 Johniii. 6. 

y 1 Johni. 8 reff. 


(-éa, 1 Pet, iv. 19. -6s,1Pet.ii.14.) 
iii.17 only. Lev.v.4. (-6s, John xviii. 80.) 
dat., vv. 3, 6. X so ver. 8. 


TQANNOY I. 


auric tic *aAnOeiact Kat nuetc 
oN ae 2 18 ed £ g , eon 2 an 6; 
Tupoupev, Kat “oldag OTe y “papTupla Nuwy nOne 


Nee 


, A 9 n~ > , m * 
‘at rove BovAopévoug KwAVE Kal EK THE ExkAnolag " EK- 


‘ a \ ’ » Var \ ? , 
1?" A-yamnré, pn ° wipov ©r0 Kako, adda “ro ayabor. 
ral o “a ? ae € u lal > 
aBorowyv ‘ex tov OQcov eottv’ Oo “ KakoTOLwWy ovy 
i ) iv Ocov, BA iw “ pemaptupntat uo Tav- 
v.12.) ” ewoakev tov Decor, nuntoly “ psuaptupn 


tol 


¥ Of pao- 


st Pet. ii. 15 reff. Num.x. 82. 
u Markiii.4||L. 1 Pet. 
w pass., Acts x. 22. xvi. 2, xxii. 12. 

z John v. 82. xxi. 24. 


pevouc, emiexopevoug C al, vulg Syr syr-marg sah arm: txt ABKL rel am syr-txt copt 


Thi He. 


11. rec ins de bef caco7owy, with Lahm tol copt Thl Ge Did-lat: ins cau bef o 


kak. syrr: om ABCK rel 40 vulg sah. 


12. ins excAnotag car bef rng adnOeac C Syr syr-marg arm. (a, A, n re-written by 
an ancient hand in A; there is no reason to suppose that the original scribe wrote 


excAnotag, see Woide.) 


rec (for oidag) ovdare, with KL rel syrr eth Thi Hc: 
oldapev b? ch: om kat ovdag a: txt ABC d g cc vulg coptt arm. 


adnOne tore 


bef n paprvp.a nuwy m: ahnO. nu. or. n wapr. C al,. 


éedéxeTo GriavOow7we [if the reading can 
be depended upon], of entertaining hos- 
pitably, see 2 John 10. The ddeAgot are 


in reff., and Eur. Iph. Taur. 595 f., eZ ydo 
ovre dvcyevie, kat Tac Muxivac olc0a. 
ré is more frequently found, see Kiihner, 
Gramm. ii. p. 441. The occurrence of the 
construction explains itself. It is found 
when the negative form of the first mem- 
ber of a series of connected clauses, is not 
possible or not convenient in the second 
or any following one. Hereit might have 
been, but not so forcibly expressed, odre 
totic Povdopévove é¢@) hinders (by for- 
bidding: cf. 1 Thess. ii, 16) those that 
would (receive them), and casts them 
(those that would receive the brethren : 
not, as C. KF. Fritzsche, Carpzov., al., the 
travelling brethren themselves) out of the 
church (manifestly, by excommunication, 
which owing to his influence among them 
he had the power to inflict. There is no 
difficulty, nor any occasion to take the 
word as pointing at that which Diotrephes 
was attempting to do or threatening to do, 
and so as spoken in irony [Huther]: the 
the present tense indicates his habit, as 
émidéyerat and rovet above. He was evi- 
dently one in high power, and able to for- 
bid, and to punish, the reception of the 
travelling brethren. See prolegg.). 

11.] Upon occasion of the hostility just 


mentioned, St. John exhorts Caius to 
imitate not the evil but the good,—pro- 
bably as shewn in the praises of Demetrius 


. which follow. Beloved, imitate not evil 


(76 Kady, abstract), but good (abstract 
also). He that doeth good, is from God 
(is born of God, and has his mission and 
power from Him : as so often in the first 
Epistle): he that doeth evil, hath not 
seen God (so in ref., mac 6 dwapravwr, 
ovx EWpaxey adroy, where sce note. And 
yet this expression is called by Liicke and 
De Wette “ unjohanneisch,” and 1 John 
iv. 20, adduced to prove it, where the 
word éwoakey is used in its literal physical 
sense). 
trius. Testimony hath been borne to, 
Demetrius by all (scil. who know him, and 
have brought report concerning him: 
“nemo qui non”), and by the truth itself 
(it is not very easy to explain this expres- 
sion. If we understand it that the reality 
of facts themselves supports the testimony 
of the wdayrec, we have abundance of 
authority for the expression in classical 
usage: Wetst. gives, from Demost. contr. 
Nezr. [qu. page P], det 0’ tude & abrije 
Tig AAnEiag THY axpiPeav acobcavrac 
THC TE KaTHyopiac Kai Tic amooyiag 
obrwe On THY WHpoy dépetv : pro coron., 
p- 232, rovrwy rowtrwy bytwy wal én’ 
abric Th¢ adyOeiag obtw Jeuvupsvwr. 
And from Aisch., contr. Timarch., cara- 
Meuaptupynpéivog bxd Tov éavTov Biou 


12.] The praise of Deme- 


15. 
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“3 Tedd, * eixov yoarbar. cor, add’ ov OiAw Sia ” pd 92 Jorn. 


Aavog Kat ‘kaXapov cor yeagey, 


IDNA d » 
ety, Kal “ oroua mod “oropa AaAnoouev. 1 ° Elonvn ool. 


d2 John 12 reff, 


b 2 Cor. iii. 3, 


M4 edailw 8: vblwe os (eth eniyt. 


¢ = here only. 
Ps. xliv. 1. 
(Matt. xi. 7 
al.) 


e John xx.19, 26. 1Pet.v.14. Judg. vi. 23. 


18. rec (for ypaat oor) ypagew, with KL rel Ec: txt ABC m 40 vulg syrr coptt 


for ov OeXw, ove eBourdnOny A. 


kadapo (ttacism) L. rec (for 


yeagev) ypavat, with KL rel Thl Gc: txt ABC m. 
14. rec wWety bef oe, with KL rel syrr copt Thl (ic: txt ABC m vulg. (ce is omd in 
both edns of Mai, the reading of B is as here stated: see table at end of prolegg.)- 4 


Aadnooper K al, Thl. 


kai Tijg adnOeiac. And thus Ee. [v7’ 
abtijg rij¢ aX., ToU évepyove Adyou eici 
yao tuvec ol¢ paprupetrar piv apern, 
catreWevopivn Ot emi ampdactw Ady], 
Corn.-a-lap., Bart.-Petr., Grot. [“rebus 
ipsis” ], Joach.-Lange, Carpzov., G. Lange, 
al., and Beausobre, who [Disterd.] ex- 
plains it “sa conduite est un témoin réel 
de sa vertu.” But there are two reasons 
against this view: 1) that it does not cor- 
respond to the objective fact asserted in 
the pewaprbpnrat, nor to the parallelizing 
of this testimony with that of the wayrec 
and that of the Apostle: and 2) that thus 
the Christian and divine sense of 7) aAn- 
Osta which St. John seems always to put 
forward, would be entirely sunk. Nor is 
the former of these met either by Schlich- 
ting, who says, “si ipsa veritas loqui 
posset, homini isti preeberet testimonium 
virtutis et probitatis,” or by Liicke, “if 
infallible Christian truth itself, cf. ver. 3, 
could be asked, it would bear favourable 
witness of him.” Against both there is 
the pepaprépyrat, as matter of fact, not 
of hypothesis. Baumg.-Crus. would under- 
stand that Demetrius had done much for 
the truth, and his deeds were his witness : 
but this is hardly a witness of 7 dA\nOea 
to him. Sander takes refuge in the extra- 
ordinary supposition, that the Holy Spirit 
had revealed to the Apostle the truth 
respecting Demetrius. Huther regards 
the testimony borne by the truth to be 
that furnished by the wdvrec, whose evi- 
dence was decisive, not from their credit 
as men, but because they all spoke of and 
from the truth of Christ dwelling in them. 
This would reduce this new paprupia to 
the former, and would in fact besides in- 
clude the following in it likewise. The best 
interpretation is that of Diisterdieck [from 
whom much of this note is derived]. The 
objective Truth of God, which is the 
divine rule of the walk of all believers, 
gives a good testimony to him who really 
walks in the truth. This witness lies in 


the accordance of his walk with the re- 
quirement of God’s Truth. It was the 
mirror in which the walk of Demetrius 
was reflected : and his form, thus seen in 
the mirror of God’s Truth, in which the 
perfect form of Christ is held up to us [1 
John ii. 6, iii. 3, 16], appeared in the like- 
ness of Christ; so that the mirror itself 
seemed to place in a clear light his Chris- 
tian virtue and uprightness, and thus to 
bear witness to him): yea, we too (see ref. 
and note there. The contrast here is be- 
tween his own personal testimony [for to 
that and not to any collective one does 
ystc refer | and the two testimonies fore- 
going) bear testimony, and thou knowest 
that our testimony is true (see reff.). 
13—15.] Close of the Epistle. I had 
(not, as Huther, for eiyoyv dy: it isa pure 
imperfect, describing that which has not 
come to pass, but might have done so 
under certain conditions: cf. Acts xxv. 
22: Rom. ix. 3, also alleged by Diisterd., 
is not quite a casein point. He gives the 
meaning here well: “I had indeed much 
to write: that I have not written it is 
owing to this, that I wish not, &c.”) 
many things to write to thee, howbeit I 
will not to write (present, not only “to 
write them,” which would be aorist, but 
to write at all, to write any more) by 
means of ink and reed (see on 2 John 12): 
but (on the other hand) I hope imme- 
diately to see thee, and (then) we shall 
speak mouth to mouth (see 2 John 12). 
Peace be to thee (beautifully paraphrased | 
by Lyra, ‘Pax interna conscientia, pax | 
fraterna amicitiz, pax superna glorie.” 
Remember our Lord’s legacy, John xiv. 
27, and His greeting after the Resurrec- 
tion, elonyvn dpiv, John xx. 19, 26). The 
friends salute thee. Salute the friends 
by name (“non secus ac si nomina eorum 
preescripta essent.” Bengel). The reason 
why St. John mentions gidor [see John xi. 
ll, xv. 15; Acts xxvii. 3], and not dde\- 
poi [1 Cor. xvi. 20; Phil. iv. 21; Eph. vi. 
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15. for grou, adedgou A d m 13 syr-marg eth. at end ins auny Lal,; vale tol. 


SUBSCRIPTION. elz om, with rel: reAoc h: emtoroAn y' Tov ay.ov amoorodou 
wwavvov L:: wavvov extororn y' C: txt AB. Here, as elsewhere, B spells w- 
avvov with only one ». 


23], is probably to be found in the per- but as from a friend to his friend, in which 
sonal character of the Epistle, not ad- mutual friends on both sides would be the 
dressed as from an Apostle to a church, senders and receivers of salutation. 


IOTAA. 


1 "Tovdac Tnoot spain 

Bou, roic ° ey Oew Tarot 
* reTnNonpévotc thao? 

= ayarn ‘ rrAnOuvO«ein. 


e€X. elp. ay., here only. see 2 John 8 reff. 


TITLE. elz tovda Tov arocrodov extoroAn KaOodrKy: 


* dobdoc, adeh poe ot “Taxw- 
mryamnuevorg Kal Taoot xptoT@p Teele 
2 © Z\eoe vuty Kat 


¢ a Phil. i. 1. 
James i. 1. 
Eph. vi. 6. 


see note. 
oe vn kau < \ ¢= John xvii. 
? = Rom. i. 6, 
ae 1 Cor. i. 


f1Pet.i.2. 2 Pet.i,2. Dan. iii. 31. 


Steph ex. r. tovda waO.: ex. 


Tov ayiov aroor. wvda LalThl: addog adedgpo0eoc rad’ tovdac evoeBeeow f: ex. covda 


adeXgov taxwBov k: 
A(appy) CK 13 cc: txt B. 


tovda waQorrkyn em. ho: 


tov. ex. ka0. 1 m: sovda extoro\n 


VERSE 1. youorov bef uncov Kb cd k 10 40 demid tol: txt ABL rel Orig Synop 


Lucif. 


rec (for nyamnpevorc) nyraopervorc, with KL rel Thl: txt AB vulg syrr 


coptt arm Orig Ephr Synop @c Thl-comm Lucif Aug Cassiod Bede. (13 def.) 


2. om Ist car K (al?). 


1, 2. Address and greeting.] Judas, a 
servant of Jesus Christ (SotdAos, probably 
not here in the wider sense, in which all 
Christians are servants of Christ—but in 
that special sense in which those were 
bound to His service who were employed 
in the preaching and disseminating of His 
word: see reff.: on the absence of any 
official designation, see prolegomena), and 
brother of James (see prolegomena), to 
the called (in the sense of St. Paul [reff. ] ; 
effectually drawn by God the Father to the 
knowledge of the Gospel), beloved in (the 
phrase is one not elsewhere found, and 
difficult of interpretation. The meanings 
“by, ”? = ard, cf. 2 Thess. ii. 13, adedpoi 
HyaTwnpevoe bm upto ; 3 “ on account of,” 
understanding nyamnpévorc “beloved by 
the writer,’ axe hardly admissible. The 
only allowable sense of iy» seems to be, 
“in the case of,” “as regards,” under- 
standing of course that the love of the 
Father is spoken of) God the Father (St. 
Paul ordinarily in his greetings adds r)uav 
to Osd¢ marno, cf. Rom. i. 7; 1 Cor. i. 3; 
2 Cor. i. 2; Eph. i. 2; Phil. i.2; Coli.2; 


2 Thess. i.1, 2; 1 Tim. i. 2; Philem. 3. 
But he has 0ed¢ warno absolutely in the 
following places; Gal. i.1, 2; Eph. vi. 23 ; 
Phil. ii. 11; 2 Tim. i. 2; Tit.i. 4; as also 
St. Peter, 1 Pet. i..2; 2 Pet. i. 17: St. 
John, 2 John 3. It became more fre- 
quently used, as might be expected, in the 
later days of the canon) and kept for 
Jesus Christ (reserved, to be His at the 
day of His coming: the dative is commodi. 
If the question be asked, kept by whom ? 
the answer must be, by God the Father: 
though constructionally the words are not 
connected. Observe the perfect parti- 
ciples, giving the signification “from of 
old and still”): merey to you and peace 
and love be multiplied (all three proceed- 
ing from God: God’s mercy, God’s peace, 
God’s love: see ver. 21. In the somewhat 
similar passage, Eph. vi. 23, elonyn roic 
aehpoic K. ayarn pera TiaTEWws amo Cs0d 
marpoc K. Kupiov 'Inood xprorod, the love 
and faith are clearly, in themselves, the 
gift of God: mutual love or love towards 
God. But the other seems better here). 
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29. xx. 19. 


Rom, xv. 18, ’ €) es m an n? ! > o¢ 
14. Phil. it. éraywviceaOar T ava 
14. Phill. yoaybat vply Tmapakadwy may re y 6 
bal. fr. p > 0 t aot. Varela! ry 4s ll £8 vy VvE 
i Rom. xii. 8 maoa 0 €l07) TOLC aytotc TLOTEL. AOELGE voa y Qe 
2 Pet. i. 5. 2 hat , u , 4 a \ 
Exod. xii. 11. tl WPOYEYOAMMEVOL ELC TOUTO TO 
ieee. TES avlow7ot, ot ‘mada poyeyoamp c 
Bae k= Actsii. 44, v.82. Tit.idonly. 9 Macc.ix. 21. 1 Luke xiv. 18. xxiii.17. 1 Cor. vii. 
87. Heb. vii.27. Jos. Antt. xvi.9.3. aor. =1 Pet. v. 12. m bs Rom. xii. 1 al. fr. i s here 
ds (f., Sir, iv. 28. o = Heb, vi. 4. ix. 26, 27, 28. x.2. 1 Pet. iii. 18. ver. 5. p Acts xvi. 
ee ues x = Acts ix. 18, 32, 41. xxvi.10. Rom.i.7al.fr. (Ps. xv.3.) r=Rom. i. 
5. Gal. i, 28. iii. 23, 25. Plutarch and Philo, &c. in Wetst. see Gal. ii. 4. t Heb.i.1 


s here pny 


reff. u Rom. xv.4. Gal. iii, 1. h, iii. 8 only t+. 1 Mace. x, 86. Esdr. vi. 31 F. only. 


8. rec om nuwy, with KL rel copt: ins AB C(appy) ce syrr sah arm Cyr Thl Lucif, 


vpwy mal, vulg Ephr Bede. (13 def.) 


8, 4.] Purpose, and occasion, of the 
Epistle. 8.] Beloved (only found in 


the beginning of an Epistle here and 8 . 


John 2), giving all-diligence (the phrase 
orovd)y wotcOat is only found here: see 
reff. and especially 2 Pet. It implies more 
than mere earnest desire : aman’s orovdy 
is necessarily action as well as wish: 
“giving diligence” seems the exact idea 
required. The participle like other pre- 
sent participles is contemporaneous with 
the verb to which it is attached, viz. Zoxov: 
cf. John ix. 25, rupdrog Ov dort BET, 
«TI, who am a blind man, now see”) to 
write to you concerning the common 
salvation (thus must the sentence be ar- 
ranged, and not as Lachm. al., with a 
comma after tpiv, and joining mepi rij¢ 
Kowne Hp. owrnoiag to the next clause. 
For thus the participial clause loses all its 
weight and propriety, and indeed the apo- 
dosis likewise: see below. mept tis kow- 
vijs otraynptas may mean, concerning the 
fact of our common salvation, brought in 
by Christ; or concerning the means of 
attaining that salvation, i.e. the doctrines 
and practices by which it is to be for- 
warded. Perhaps the latter is here pre- 
ferable. On the idea conveyed by otvije, 
see reff. and 2 Pet. i. 1), I found it neces- 
sary (reff.: not, as E. V., “dé was néed- 
ful :” nor as Grot., “nihil potius habui, 
quam ut :” the avayen was not part of 
the orovdy)y roeioOau, but supervened on 
it owing to the circumstance to be men- 
tioned in the next verse) to write to you 
(notice the aorist here following the pre- 
sent before: I was most desirous to write 
[present expressing merely the general 
fact of writing]...: but I found it ne- 
cessary to write [at once : to have written, 
“epistolam absolvere”]. . ? exhorting 
[you] to contend earnestly for (cf. ovv- 
aOdovvrec rp Tioret, Phil. i. 27: the évt 
gives the purpose for which the fight is to 
be. waged) the faith (objective here: the 
sum of that which Christians believe : 


“ fides que creditur ” not “ gud creditur”’) 
once for all (“particula valde urgens: 
nulla alia dabitur fides,’ Bengel. This is 
obscured by the “once” of the E. V., 
which represents merely “olim,” not 
“semel”) delivered to the saints (i. e. 
Christians: believers, as in reff.—The 
meaning then of this verse is, that St. 
Jude, who was before earnestly desirous to 
write to the Church universal concerning 
the salvation which is common to us all 
[De Wette, after Sherlock, supposes that 
St. Jude was actually engaged on a larger 
and more general Epistle, and was com- 
pelled to break it off by the necessity 
mentioned. This may have been so: but 
we can hardly gather so much from the 
words ], found urgent occasion at once to 
do so, respecting not merely nor directly 
that common salvation, but one point, 
viz. the keeping inviolate the faith once for 
all delivered to God’s people. And the 
reason of this necessity which arose, now 
follows). 4.] For there crept in (aor. 
explaining the arising of the occasion of 
his thus writing. On mapeséSucav, cf. 
2 Pet. ii. 1, mapevcakovow, and note: 
also Gal. ti. 4, where we have both Taperc- 
dkrovce and mapstcmOov. Secrecy, and 
lack of legitimate introduction, are plainly 
expressed in this word. “ Crept in,” viz. 
into the Christian church) certain men 
(“le mot reveg a quelque chose de mépri- 
sant, comme dans Gal. ii. 12,” Arnaud. 
And so, it may be observed, has éy@pw7rot 
in this connexion) [men] who have been 
of old written down in prophecy (by 
the ot mpoyeyp. these persons are again 
brought up and designated; q. d. “namely, 
the very men who &c.” mpoyeypappévor 
has been variously interpreted. The prep. 
may have two meanings : either 1) that of 
time, previously, as in Gal. iii. 1, where 
the various meanings of the word are dis- 
cussed: 2) that of publicity, “openly,” 
taking “to proscribe ” as the sense of the 
word. But it is against this latter that 
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—- w? - 4 - xp cit : ’ re , Ks 
Kotwa, “ aceBerc, tHv tov * Ocou nuwr *yaoira ¥ pera- v5 Rom.it2, 


8. iii. 8 al. 
Ezek. xxx. 19. 


, pn Veer \ \ , b , \ 
tilévrec ec acé\ -yeav, Kat Tov movoyv 5 Seomorny Kat w Rom. iv.5. 


, ae, ’ a r) be ” , 5a v.6. 1Tim. 
Kvoloy nuwy Inoovy ‘XoltoTov apVvoupevol. Y7o- ERR. 
nh Se had ix er fv oY of ii5.ii7. 
fevynoat € vuac OVAOLAL, €LOOTAC amaé TWAVTA, OTL ver. 15 (bis) 
only. Ps. 
il. x= Tit. ii11. 1 Pet. v.12. see 2 Pet. iii. 15,18. xX. = Gal.v. 4. y Heb. vii. 
12 reff. Z Mark vii. 22. Rom. xiii.18. 2Cor, xii. 21. 1 Pet. iv. 3 al.+ Wisd. Xiv. 26 only. a= (see 


note.) Luke ii. 29, Acts iv.24. Rev.vi.10. Jer. iv. 10. 


d 3 John 10 reff. e 1 John ii. 20. 


4. rapsceduncay B(ita cod). 
AB. rec 


b 2 Pet. ii. 1. ¢1Tim. v. 8 reff. 


f= ver. 8. 


rec (for yagira) yao, with CKL rel: txt 
Seorrorny ins Oeov, with KUL rel syrr Thl: om ABC b! d 0 18 ce vulg 


coptt Ephr Did Ps-Chr Cyr Lucif Cassiod Bede. 


5. for de, ovv C Lucif. 
ABC ¢ d 13 cc vulg arm Cyr Lucif Jer. 


rec aft edorac ins vuac, with KLN rel Gc Thl: om 


om a7aé here, insg it bef Xaoy below, N. 


ree (for wavra) rovro, with KL rel sah Ge Thi: txt ABC?28 13 vule syr 


this sense is never found in the N. T.: and 
that “proscribed,” if taken in its usual 
meaning, will not admit of ic rovro 76 
cpipa following it. Wolf’s interpretation, 
“qui dudum sunt accusati in hoc judicium,” 
lets go the proscripti altogether. There can 
be little doubt then that we must keep 
apo to its temporal sense, as indeed do 
Cc., Thl. [but understanding the refer- 
ence wrongly: mpoyeypappévone Oé abrove 
édeyev, Ore kai Werpoc x. Wavdoc mepi 
abtéy eioncey Ori dv toxarowe xodvorg 
tdevoovrat mAdvoL ToLovTOL K.T.A.], and 
most recent Commentators. Then, thus 
understanding it, to what time and fact 
are we to refer such designation of them ? 
Clearly not to God’s eternal purpose, in 
this place, from the term wdAat, which, 
as Huther remarks, is never used of that 
purpose, but points to some fact in time. 
And if so, then the previous writing down 
of these men can only point to the O. T. 
prophecies. In that case there is a preg- 
nant construction, “of old fore-described 
[and destined ].” What special description 
of them is intended, might be difficult to 
say were it not for the quotation below 
ver. 17 from the prophecy of Enoch. The 
warnings contained in the historical facts 
adduced below may also be meant. It 
may be observed that the ultra-praedesti- 
narians, Beza and Calvin, find, as we 
might expect, strong defence for their views 
in their interpretation here. Beza indeed 
gathers from this place, “hoc «ternum 
Dei decretum non modo eventum rerum, 
sed ipsas imprimis personas comprehen- 
dere ”) to this judgment (what judgment, 
or rather result of judgment ? “ Judicium 
de quo mox,” as Bengel: the sentence 
which St. Jude has in his mind and pro- 
ceeds in the following.verses to unfold. 
kptpa, as so often, though not = karda- 
copa, yet gets the condemnatory meaning 
from the character of the context), im- 
pious, changing the grace of our God (rhv 


Xapita, the gift of grace, the state of salva- 
tion, in which our sins are forgiven us and 
we are admitted into the freedom of God’s 
children. p@v, drawing closer the bond 
of God’s true children to Him and one 
another, and thus producing greater ab- 
horrence of those who have thus abused 
His grace) into lasciviousness (the words 
might mean, “ perverting the grace of our 
God in the direction of, for the purpose of, 
lasciviousness :” and so De Wette: but 
it is against this, that perariOévar in reff. 
is simply to change, not to pervert: and 
we therefore must understand, as above, 
that they made the state of grace and 
Christian liberty into a state of [moral] 
licence and wantonness: as Bede, “hane 
ejus gratiam transferunt in luxuriam, qui 
nune tanto licentius et liberius peccant, 
quanto minus se vident asperitate legis 
de admissi cinoribus examinari”’), and 
denying (see 2 Pet. ii. 1) the only Master, 
and our Lord Jesus Christ (in 2 Pet. ii. 1 
Oeorérne is used of Christ: which cir- 
cumstance might tempt us to refer it to 
Christ here also: and so Bengel, De 
Wette, Stier, al. But probability seems 
to weigh on the other side. In every 
other place [see reff. ] deamérne is used of 
God: 2) the addition udvoc¢ seems to bind 
this meaning to it here: 3) the denial of 
God by disobeying His law is the epexe- 
getic resumption of the last clause: 4) 
deororny Kk. kdproy are hardly distinguish- 
able if both applied to Christ. For these 
reasons I must agree with Huther, in 
regarding the rejected Oedv as having 
been, although a gloss, yet a true one: 
and would remind the reader, once for all, 
that the reference of any term in the 
parallel place of 2 Peter is no guide for us 
here, seeing that it belongs to the ex- 
tremely curious relation of the two pas- 
sages to each other, that many common 
terms are used in different senses). 

5—1.|] Examples of Divine vengeance. 
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al. tr. Deut. j 


iv. 30. 
h John xii. 27. 
Heb. v. 7. 
1 Mace, ii. 59, 
i2 Cor. xiii. 2. 
Gen, xxii. 15. 


, 
TLOTEVOAVTAC 


\ nv o..* , 
TO iovov OLKNTNOLOY, 
XXvii. 36. 


j 2 Thess. ii.12. § 

k = Eph. iv. 3. 
2Tim.iv.7. Rev. xvi.l5. | 

2 Tim. iv. 13. Heb. iv. 6.) _2= 

Acts xxv. 21. 1 Pet.i.4. 2 Pet. ii. 4. 

ix. 31.) Acts ii. 20 (from Joel ii. 31). 


only. 
p John xii. 7. 
r = (Jobn vii. 37. xix. 


Symm., Ps. x. 2. xc. 6. v = Luke xx. 87 ( 


copt Ephr Cyr Lucif Jer. (C! is lost.) 


IOYAA. 
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Secpmoicg * aidtotg v7T0 Copov Me TETNONKEV 
1= Eph. i, 21. iii. 

Gal. vi 

Rey. vi. 17. xvi. 14. 
t Rom. i. 20 only ¢. Wisd. vii. 26 only. (-6Tns, Wisd. ii. =) 
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C= 
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owoac, TO EUTEPOV 
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> , 
amTwaAEcev, 


e Cal > ’ , , 
) Tnpnoavrac TH éauTwV ‘ aoynv, aAAa ™amoAtmovtag 


, ' r , 5 geo ane 

Pac ‘Koplow peyadnc * nuéoac 
€ ’ 

7° we Lodoua 
10. Col. i. 16. ii.10 al. Gen. xli. 13. m = here 
i. 9 al. . 02Cor.v.2only. Jer. xxv. 30 (Ald.). 
q = Matt. x.15, &c. 2Thess.i.5al.fr. Isa. i, 24. 
s Luke viii. 29 al. fr. Ps. ii. 3. 

u Heb. xii. 18, 2 Pet. ii, 4,17. ver. 13 only t. 
1 Thess. ii. 11. 


tec (for tycovce) o Kuptoc, with (C!?) 


KL rel syr Synop Gc Thl, euptog N: o Gee C? al, tol Syr arm Clem Lucif: txt AB 13 
vulg coptt eth arm-ed-marg Cyr Did-lat Jer Cassian. : 
6. for re, de A f vulg syr copt Ath-mss* Thl Jer Cassiod: txt BCKL rel Syr sah eth 


Clem Orig Ath-ms ec Lucif Vig. for 


5.] First example: unbelieving Israel in 
the wilderness. Cf. Heb. iii. 18—iv. 13.— 
But (solemn contrast to the conduct just 
mentioned) I wish to remind you, knowing 
as ye do (better here than “although ye 
know,” on account of &maé, “Causa, cur 
admoneat duntaxat; quia jam sciant, 
semelque cognitum habeant.” Bengel. The 
E. V. is doubly wrong: in rendering «ide 
as an aor. part., “though ye... knew,” 
and in giving to ézaé the signification of 
“olim,” “once,”) all things (all that 
refers to that of which I am speaking: 
the rodro of the rec. was a good expla- 
nation: but adyra is more forcible, and 
carries with it a latent admonition, to 
apply other examples for yourselves), that 
Jesus (critical principles seem to require 
this remarkable reading. It is not en- 
tirely precedented by 1 Cor. x. 4: for 
there St. Paul uses not the personal 
human name, but ypiordc, in which there 
is no such difficulty. The only account 
to be given seems, that the Person desig- 
nated by the two names being the same, 
they became sometimes convertibly used 
in popular exhortation), having saved the 
people (perhaps “a people :” adc is not 
one of those. words of which we can say 
that they are constantly found without 
the art. where yet their meaning is defi- 
nite: cf. Acts xv. 14, Rom. x. 21, 2 Cor. 
vi. 16, Heb. viii. 10, 1 Pet. ii. 9 [10]. 
But we are never safe in strictness on this 
point in these later Epistles; and espe- 
cially when an objective case is thus 
thrown forward into emphasis, which 
emphasis often does the work of the defi- 
nite article) out of the land of Egypt, 
secondly (not as E. V., “afterward :” still 
less with Grot., Wolf, “ex contrario:” 
but it indicates a second deed of the Lord, 
His first-mentioned having been the de- 
liverance out of Egypt. By this 76 dedrepor 


adda, aAX Cahkm Ath Thi. 


the former aor. part. is marked as being 
not contemporary with but antecedent to 
the aor. verb following) destroyed them 
that believed not (viz. by forbidding their 
entrance into the land of promise [ cf. Heb. 
iii. 18}, and slaying them in the wilderness. 
This example is not mentioned in 2 Pet. ii., 
but instead of it, the judgment of the 
flood). 6.] Second example: the 
rebel angels. See 2 Pet. ii. 4. And (te 
shews that the connexion with the fore- 
going is very close) angels, those which 
kept not (ayyéAous is probably indefinite, 
and then the art. tovs designates those 
angels who are meant. py stands with 
the part., not od, because p27) TneNoavrag 
conveys not only the fact [cf. ot od« 
HArEnusvot, 1 Pet. ii. 10], but the reason 
for what follows: cf. Matt. xviii. 25, uy 
Exovrog atrou amodovvar éxéevoev abTov 
6 Képtog adrod moaOjvat. See Acts xxi. 
34: Luke xii. 47, éxsivog 6 doddog 6 py 
érotudoag pndé momoac .. . Oapnoerar 
moA\d¢: and many more examples in 
Winer, edn. 6, p. 428 ff., where the whole 
matter is ably discussed) their own dignity 
(some interpret dpxy, as E. V., “first 
estate,” “original condition.” So Erasm., 
Calv., and Beza, “originem:” Stier, 
“ibven erften G@rund:” some again, 
“the government which was over them,” 
viz. that of God: so Ollarius in a disser- 
tation on this passage, cited in Wolf, h. 1. 
But seeing that angels are often in the 
N. T. called dpyai, as they also were 
among the Jews, and that such meaning 
answers best to the parallel clause which 
follows, there can be little doubt that 
the Vulg. “principatum ” is right. The 
fact alluded to is probably that which 
is obscurely indicated in Gen. vi. 2. 
See prolegomena), but left their own 
[proper] habitation (viz. heaven), He 
hath kept (rerypykev, in sharp contrast to 
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Mark i. 20. 
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(1 Cor. xiv. 21.) Exod. xxx. 9. @ 2 Cor. viii.12. Heb. 


bhere only t. (#7d6., 3 Petcii.6. mapdad., $ Macc. ii. 5.) 
12 dhere only. 2 Mace. iv. 48. Ps. Ixxxviii. 


Lee? 
uméyouoal, 


see Deut. iv. 8. z = here only. 
vi. 18. xii.1,2 only. Levit. xxiv.7 al. 
e Acts xxviii. 4. 2Thess.i.9 only. Ezek. xxv. 12. 


50. Lam.yv.7 only. tovrou Sikny bréxecv, Xen. Mem. ii.1.8. vméxecw Gavatou Kpiacv, Polyb. xii. 8. 


5. see also xvi. 27. 2 al. in index. 
Gen. xxxvii. 6, 9,10. Isa. xxix. 8. lvi. 10. 


e James ii. 8 reff. 


f Acts ii. 17 only, from Joel ii. 28. 


7. ree rovroig bef rporoy, with KL rel Ee Thi: om rovrore 40: txt ABC 13 Ephr. 


umepexovoa A: amexoucat 40. 
8. for ouowec, opwe A. 


Tove py) THOHCavTac. The word is a preg- 
nant one, énoev or meptiOncev, row 
Thojoa) against the judgment of the 
great day (at the end of the world) in 
eternal bonds under darkness (cf. Hes., 
Theogon. 729, évOa Ooi Tirhvec id 
Copov nepdevra | kexpiparat Bovrgar Arde 
vepehnyeptrao | ywow év evowsvTr. The 
ié in both cases is to be accounted for by 
the darkness being considered as brooding 
over them, and they under it. There is 
apparently a difference which we cannot 
explain, between the description of the 
rebel angels here and in || 2 Pet., and that 
in the rest of the N. T., where the devil 
and his angels are said to be powers of the 
air, and to go about tempting men. But 
perhaps we are wrong in absolutely 
identifying the two sets of evil spirits). 

7.) Third example: Sodom 
and Gomorrha. See 2 Pet. ii. 6. How 
(not “even as,” E. V.; “wie aud,” 
Luther ; “ similiter,’ Semler, al. ; nor does 
it answer to dpoiwe below, ver. 8; but is 
dependent on dropricat bpac BotAopat 
above, ver. 5, and parallel with Or: there: 
see reff.) Sodom and Gomorrha, and the 
cities about them, following fornication 
(the ék, as in ref. Gen., seems to mean, to 
its fulfilment, thoroughly, without reserve : 
hardly, as Stier, “beyond the bounds of 
nature,” though this was so) in like 
manner to these (rovrois, the angels 
above mentioned. The manner was simi- 
lar, because the angels committed fornica- 
tion with another race than themselves, 
thus also dwe\Od6vrec dmicw oupKoc érépac. 
So rovroig is taken by Lud.-Cappell., Her- 
der, Augusti, Schneckenberger, Jachmann, 
De Wette, Arnaud, Stier, Huther. But 
other references have been attempted. 
Beza, Est., Caloy., Krebs, understand the 
inhabitants of Sodom and Gomorrha to be 
intended : justifying the construction by 
such passages as Jos. Vit. 69, riva rod7or 
tZapTaow Ty TiBepiada rhe Dadtiaiwy 
dpyiig ert avtovs. But it is fatal to this, 
that thus we should have ai zepi adrac 

Vou. IV. 


méXetc as the main subject of the sentence, 
and Sodom and Gomorrha only mentioned 
by the way. Again, Bengel and Rosen- 
miller have referred tovrots to the un- 
godly men who are being treated of. But 
this is still less likely, seeing that they 
come in ver. 8, evidently after a series of 
examples in which they have not been 
mentioned, with dpoiwe pévror kat ovToL) 
and going away after (see reff. Here 
more stress is to be laid on the az-, than 
in those passages: it was a departure from 
the appointed course of nature and seeking 
after that which was unnatural) other 
flesh (than that appointed by God for the 
fulfilment of natural desire ; as Hc., capca 
Erépav tiv appeva vow éyee wo pr} 
T00C Guvovoiay yEvécswE oUYTEOVOAY : 
the sin of Sodom was afterwards common 
in the most enlightened nations of anti- 
quity, see Rom. i. 27. But in all proba- 
bility Sodom and Gomorrha must be num- 
bered among those whose sin went further 
even than this: cf. Levit. xviii. 22—25. 
See 2 Pet. ii. 10), are set forth as an ex- 
ample (reff. Libanius says of Troy, «eirac 
mapddeypa dSuervxiac), undergoing (to 
this day, pres. part. alluding to the na- 
tural phenomena of the Dead sea: cf. 
Wisd. x. 7, ol¢ éri paoripioy rijg wovn- 
piac karriZopévn Kabéarnke xépoog: and 
Winer’s R. W. B., “ Sod{es Meer”) the 
just punishment of eternal fire (Sixynv 
tméxetv, see reff. : especially 2 Macc., and 
add dicny riev, 2 Thess. i. 9. mvpds 
aiwviov is far better joined with dicny than 
with detypa as Huther: and the sense is, 
undergoing the punishment, as may even 
now be seen, of eternal fire: of that fire 
which shall never be quenched). 

8 ff.] Designation of these evil men as 
following the same destructive cowrses. 
In like manner nevertheless (i. e. not- 
withstanding these warning examples) 
these men in their dreams (évutviatope- 
vot, by the construction of the sentence 
which proceeds with odpea péiv pratvover, 
Kup. 0& aPerovary, sa Braognpovour,. 
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John xviii. g ofa € 
g John xviii. CAVKa MEV ° LLALVOUGLY, KUOLOTHTA oe ‘ abetovow, Eac 


(bis). Heb. 
xii. 5 only. 
Ezek. xviii. 6. 
h Eph. i. 21. 
Col. i. 16. 
2 Pet. ii, 10 
only t. 
i Mark vii. 9. 


' Braogpnpovow. 


Luke x. 16. John xii. 48. 1Cor.i.19. Gal. ii. 21 al. Isa. xlviii. 8. 
Isa. lii. 5. 


o Acts xvii. 2. xix. 8. xx.7 al. Exod. vi. 27. 2 Mace. xi. 20. 
2Cor.x.12. Esth. vii. 5. 


r= Rom. iii.5 only. Gen. xxxvii.21. = pépecy, Acts xxv. 21. 
s Rev. xiii, 1. xvii.8. Ezek. xxxv. 12. \(-0s, 2 Pet. ii. 11.) 


in note.) 1= 2 Pet. ii. 2, 10 al. fr. 
2 (but w. mpéds) only. (ver. 22.) Jer. xv. 10. 
p= Actsv.13. Rom.v.7. 1 Cor. vi. 1. 
24, viii. 16. 2 Pet. ii. 11. Deut. xix. 6, 
2 Pet. ii. 11. 


9. for o ds and ors, o re or ore and rove B. 


—must belong not to the first member 
alone, but to all. This necessity precludes 
the whole class of meanings represented 
by “de somniis, in quibus corpus pollui- 
tur :” 
rica loquutio, qua significat, ipsos esse tam 
hebetes, ut sine ulla verecundia ad omnem 
turpitudinem se prostituant.” And those 
being got rid of, and a fortior: the inter- 
pretation given by Bretschneider, “ falsis 
oraculis decepti, vel falsa oracula edentes” 
[see reff.],—we have but this left, that 
the word should represent that state of 
dreaming in the sleep of sin, out of which 
men are so often called on to awake to 
righteousness and the light of Christ : so 
{in Huther] Horneius: “tam insipientes 
sunt, ut quasi lethargo quodam sopiti non 
tantum impure vivant, sed etiam que non 
norunt tam audacter vituperent :” and 
Arnaud [ibid.], “ cependant ceux-ci, 
comme des gens qui agissent sans savoir 
ce qwils font, comme s’ils révaient, pour 
ainsi dire,...”) defile the flesh (by un- 
natural lusts, as in ver. 7. odpka, gene- 
rally : not, ‘ther flesh,’ but our common 
flesh), and despise lordship and speak evil 
of glories (of what sort? Calv., Beza, 
Grot., Leclere, Wolf, Semler, al., under- 
stand those of kings and Caesars: Mc., 
alt., Hammond, inelude ecclesiastical 
rulers and Apostles. But to neither of 
these meanings can vv. 9, 10 be fitted: 
and it becomes therefore necessary to un- 
derstand the words of celestial lordships 
and dignities: probably in both. cases 
those of the holy angels. So De Wette : 
similarly Huther, but understanding «v- 
puoryra of God, and dd€ac of the angels. 
It is against this last view, that cuyordrne, 
in reff. Eph. Col., is used of angels. The 
ancient interpretations were curious, as 
given in the Oxf. Catena: ry piay 
kugiornta «. Od€ayv Tijg ayiac Tpradoc 
Br\aconpovyrec :—again, ddfacg éxadece 
Tac Ovo StabAKac, wo 6 IladAo¢g gnoiv, 
ei yap 1) Otakovia Tic Kataxpicewe dd£éa, 
To\AW padAdov H OtaKkovia Tig OiKcatood- 
vyg dda: and so Severus also, and Mc., 


explained by Calv., “est metapho- - 


96 & Meyand 0 ™ apyayyeroe, ore 
T@ SiaPorw ” dakewopevoc 


ss duedeyeTo EOL rou Muavoéwe 


’ > ~ s 
awaatoc, ov« ” eroAunoev ‘xotow * emeveyKely BAacpn- 


k =2 Pet. ii.10 only. (see Philo 
m 1 Thess. iv. 16 only t. n = Acts xi. 


q (see Polyb. under d.) = John vii. 


rec ad’: txt AB. 


alt.) : 9.] But Michael the arch- 
angel, when contending with the devil 
he disputed concerning the body of Moses, 
dared not (by the context, from reverence 
for Satan’s former glory) bring against 
him a judgment of evil speaking (i. e. as 
E. V., a railing accusation: a sentence 
savouring of, belonging to, BAac@npia ; 
not as Calov., “ultionem de blasphemia 
sumere :” the blasphemy is not one spoken 
by, but against, the devil), but said, The 
Lord rebuke thee (the source of the tradi- 
tion to which St. Jude here refers as fami- 
liar to his readers, is not known with any 
certainty. Origen, wept apyoy, ili. 2. 1, 
says, “primo quidem in Genesi serpens 
Evam seduxisse describitur : de quo in Ad- 
scensione Mosis, cujus libelli meminit in 
Epistola sua Apostolus Judas, Michael 
archangelus cum diabolo disputans de cor- 
pore Mosis, ait...” ic. h. 1. says, Néye- 
ra. Tov Mixanr rov apyayysdov Ty TOD 
Moiciwe ragy deduncovnKévat, Tod draBo- 
Aouv TodTo pp KaTAdEXOMmévon, AAX' Erigé- 
povrog fykAnua ad’rp Tov AlyuTriou 
d6vov, We ad’rov bvTog TOU Mwiséewe, Kai 
Oud TovTO pr) ovyxwoEtcOa adTov TUYXEiY 
évrivov tagn¢c. No such tradition is 
found in any apocryphal or rabbinical 
book now extant. In the targum of Jona- 
than in Deut. xxxiv. 6, it is stated that 
the grave of Moses was given into the 
special custody of Michael. See also se- 
veral Rabbinical legends having more or 
less reference to the point in Wetstein. 
Some, mentioned as early as Severus in 
the Catena, have given an allegorical in- 
terpretation, understanding by 70 cpa 
Mwicéwe the law, or Jewish polity, or 
even people: and, thus interpreting, fix 
the occasion very variously: at the giving 
of the law [rrvéc in Severus]: at the siege 
under Hezekiah, or the rebuilding under 
Zerubbabel (Starck, in Wolf]. All such 
explanations are of course out of the ques- 
tion: and the literal matter of fact alone 
to be held fast. It is, however, remark- 
able, that the same words, éauryjoat 
Lévy] cou kbpwog, are spoken by the angel 
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elsewhere, 

2 Tim. iv. 2 
only. Zecu. 
iii. 2. (? see 
pat 


> , Zz () , 

év TouTOLC ~ PUEloovTat. ote) 

u ver. 8. 2 Pet. 
ii. 12. 


» c ed nw b°¢ a lal yee > , 
auTOLC, OTL TH oow tov Kaw ° eropevOnoav, ii. 12. 


~ V here only t. 


eet: , A \ a 
kat ty © wavy tov BaAaap * pioo0 * Eey vOnoav, Kal TH Diod, Sic. xx. 


w=2 Pet.ii.12. (Acts xxv.27only. Exod. vi.12. Num.vi,12,) Wisd. xi, 15 only. 
y Acts xviii. 25. xix.15. Jamesiy.14. Job xiii. 2. 
33. 2 Cor. vii. 2, xi.3. Eph.iv.22 only. Gen. vi. 11. 


elsewhere, 1 Cor. ix. 16 only, Hos. vii. 13. 


¢ constr., Acts ix. 31. xiv. 16 only. Prov. xxviii. 26, 


2 Pet. ii. 18. iii. 7 al. Jer. xxiii. 17. 
f=here only. Sir. xxxvii. 29. see note. 


to the devil in Zech. iii. 1—3, This has 
led some, e. g. Bede, to imagine, that this 
was the occasion referred to, when Joshua 
and Satan stood as adversaries concerning 
the deliverance of Israel from captivity. 
Another and more curious explanation is 
given in the Catena: 6re ijyayev [6 Me- 
xanr| Mwiony tv rp dpe évOa perepoo- 
~HOn 6 Kbptoc, TéTE EAEyEY 6 OvaBodog TH 
MixyanXr, tpetcaro 6 Oc sicayaywy Tov 
Moony, év0a wpooe pr eicehOeiv adrov. 
The whole matter is thoroughly discussed, 
and every source of illustration exhausted, 
in Rampf, Der Brief Jude u. s. w. pp. 201 
—253. His conclusion, in which I en- 
tirely agree, is that St. Jude took the 
incident from primitive tradition, which 
tradition slightly modified, is also given 
by the prophet Zechariah. That the in- 
cident is related as matter of fact, and 
not as an “argumentum ad hominem,” is 
evident by the very form of it. That, 
being thus related as matter of fact, it is 
matter of fact, is a conclusion which will 
or will not be made, according as we are 
or are not persuaded of the authenticity of 
our Epistle as a part of canonical Scrip- 
ture: and according as we esteem that 
canonical Scripture itself). 

10.] Contrast of the behaviour of these 
persons to that just related. 2 Pet. ii. 
12. These on the other hand, whatever 
things they know not, speak evil of (the 
reference in 60a péy ov« ofdacty is to the 
spiritual world. Those who understand 
kuptornra and dd&a¢ above of human au- 
thorities, are at a loss for an explanation 
here: so Arnaud, “il est assez difficile de 
préciser, quelles étaient ces choses qu’ 
ignoraient ces impies”): but whatever 
things naturally, as the irrational ani- 
mals, they understand (viz. the objects of 
sense: of which odpé ver. 8 has already 
been mentioned as one.—dovo.kds, as Hc., 
voy dony aod.akpirwo: Wetst. cites 
Xen. Cyr. 7, payn, iy b06 wavrac ay- 
Oowmovg puortkic ércorapévouc : but it 
appears from Sturz, Lex. Xen. gvorc, 1. 
f. that the place is Cyr. ii. 3.5, and the 


55, (-Kés, 

2 Pet. ii. 12.) 
x 2 Pet. ii. 12 reff. 
zZ2 Pet. ii.12. Rev. xix.2. 96., 1 Cor. iii. 17. xv. 
a gospp. (exc. John) & Rev. passim. 
b =2 Pet. ii.15. 3 Kings xv. 34. 
_, .d Rom, i, 27. Eph, iv.14. James v. 20. 

e 2 Pet. ii. 13,15. Micah iii. 11. (constr., see note.) 


word ¢ioe, not puotkmc. In Xen. Apol. 
Socr. iii. 9. 1, we have 9 avdoeia wérepoy 
sin OWakrov  pvoikdy. In 2 Pet. ii. 12, 
the comparison to irrational creatures is 
not confined to the sort of knowledge 
which they have, but is extended to the 
persons themselves and their conduct), in 
these (in the element and region of these) 
they corrupt themselves (or, are de- 
praved). 11.] The description is in- 
terrupted by a denunciation on them for 
having followed in the steps of former 
ungodly men. Woe unto them (see reff. : 
from which it appears that Bengel is not 
exact, when he says “uno hoc loco unus 
hic apostolus ve intentat”’) : for they went 


by the way (the dat. is probably one of / foete 


rule, cf. reff., rather than one fo 
are probably proleptic, as looking back on 
their course: as those in John xvii.,.— 
ty oe tddkaca étmi ric yne, &e. In an 
English version we are almost compelled 
to render these by our perfect, “they have 
gone,” &c.) of Cain (how? ic. answers, 
Oia Tig AdeApoxroviac, by perverse doc- 
trine, or even according to his interpreta- 
tion of évuTmaZopevor above, by abusing 
that process by which men might be born 
into the world: Grot., “Cain fratri vitam 
caducam ademit: ili fratribus adimunt 
eternam.” But these explanations do not 
seem to fit the context, where as yet no 
indication has been given of their seducing 
power. Some [e. g. Lyra] have answered, 
from their persecuting the believers : but 
neither does this appear in the context: 
others, as De Wette and Arnaud, have 
regarded Cain simply as a representative 
of all bad men: Schneckenb., as that of 
all unbelievers, according to Jewish tradi- 
tion [“respondit Cain ... non est judi- 
cium nec judex, nec est aliud seeculum,” 
&e. Targ. Hieros. ad Gen. iv. 7: see also 
Philo, “quod deterius,” &c., p. 155 ff, 
De agricultura, p. 169. De Wette}. The 
most probable answer is that given by 
Stier and Huther, but the point of com- 
parison is that selfish regard and envy 
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1 Luke i. 74, 1Cor.xyi.10. Phil.i.l4only. Prov. i. 


12. aft ovrot etary ins yoyyvorat peppiporpor Kara Tac wiag EmOvpiag avTwY Top- 


evopevor C2! sah. (C! is lost.) 


rec om ot, with C2(but see above) KN! rel vulg 


(c Thl Lucif: ins A B(sic: see table at end of prolegg) LX-corr 13 cc syrr copt(appy) 


Pallad Did-lat Aug. 
Pallad Ge Thi Lucif Did-lat Aug. 


for ayamatc, amaratc AC: evwyxrate al,: txt BKLN rel vss 
for vpwy,; avrwy A vulg Syr arm Lucif Bede: 


txt BCKL rel syr coptt @e Thl Lucif Did-lat. (avrwy, though written by Al, is 


which was at_the root_of_Cain’s sin), and 
Yushed after (éxyvOjvar, “ effundi in,” as 
Tacitus, Ann. i. 54, “Mecenate effuso in 
-amorem Bathylli:” so Polyb. p. 1457, ot 
& sic éraipac é&exéyvvro: Clem. Al. p. 
A491. 3, tic Oovny éxyvOéyrec) the error 
of Balaam for reward (such, and not as 
De Wette, “they were poured out [ruined ] 
by the deception of the reward of Balaam.” 
So also Horneius, “deceptione mercedis 
qua deceptus fuit Balaam, effusi sunt.” 
For this latter disturbs the parallelism of 
the three clauses, in which we have 79 
Od@ Tov Kdiv,... ry tAGry Tod Badady, 
++. TH avtiroyig Tod Kops, strictly cor- 
relative. De Wette’s reasons for his view 
are 1) that the ordinary rendering seyers 
the purpose, “for reward,” from the error 
of Balaam : 2) that “for reward” does not 
suit ¢%eyt@noay, which implies reckless- 
ness. But it may be answered to 1) that 
this by no means follows: for under the 
puo8ov may be well implied, “as Balaam 
did,” or we may take picOov—éEeyiiOnoay 
as one idea, “they ran-greedily-for re- 
ward,” and ry wavy rov B., after the 
error of Balaam, i.e. as Balaam did in 
his wAdyvn: and to 2) that although é«yv- 
O7jvat implies recklessness, yet it may be 
reckless pursuit of some favourite end, as 
in “alienari in libidineni”’”AsSto the con- 
struction, mAdvy may be either the normal 
dative, as r77 60g) above, or the dat. of di- 
rection, = sic rv mAayny: and the gen. 
pioP0v is the usual one of price, as in 1 
Cor. vii. 23, rivic myopac@nre), and 
perished in the gainsaying (dvridoyia, 
either the instrumental dative, “ perished 
by gainsaying, as Korah,” or the dative 
with év implied, “perished in,” i. e. as in- 
cluded in, “ the gainsaying of Korah,” i. e. 
when we read of Korah and his company 
perishing in their gainsaying, we read of 
these too, as perishing after the same ex- 
ample. This latter seems preferable, on 
account of the parallelism with the other 
two clauses) of Korah (the common point 
being, that they like Korah despised God’s 
ordinances. dvtvAoylq, because Korah 
and his company avré\syov 7@ Mwvoei. 


See reff., and cf. rd tdwo rig avridoyiac, 
Num. xx. 13, 24, xxvii. 14; Deut. xxxii. 
53, xxxiiil. 8; Ps. lxxx. 6, ev. 32). 

12, 18.] Continuation of the description 
of these ungodly men. 2 Pet. ii. 18, 17. 


‘These are rocks [which are] in your 


love-feasts (omuhddes, ai tparor wérpat, 
Etymol. M. Cf. Od. «. 405, adn’ axrai 
mpoBrnrec Eoav, omdadeg TE Wayot TE. 
See Wetst.’s note. They are the rocks on | 


which the dyamac stand indanger of being / 


wrecked. Cf. @c., as quoted under ago-: 
Boo below. It is unnecessary and un- 
justifiable to attempt to give oriAddec any 
other meaning, as some have done on ac- 
count of the ovi\o in 2 Pet. ii. 13. But 
each passage must stand on its own 
ground. See Palm and Rost’s Lex., who 
however give at the end, = 6 o7idoc, 
citing for it this passage and Orph. lith. 
614. Arnaud endeavours to unite both 
meanings, resting on the etymology as 
given by LEustathius [see Wetst.], ai 
Tapadiat TeTpal, Tad TO OTOVOOAL TH 
axvy: “les rochers continuellement bat- 
tus par les flots de la mer et souillés par 
son écume:” but this is too far-fetched. 
See by all means the illustrations in Wet- 
stein. As regards the construction, we 
might, as Stier, take ot with omAddsc: 
but the above may, supplying évTec, seem 
better, as ayyé\ove rode wn THEHsarYTag 
«7A. ver. 6. dydmats has generally been 
taken to refer to the love-feasts: the éy 
Taig ikcd\notatc yivduevar roameZat, we 
cai Habdoc pnoww ty ry mpdg KopirGiove, 
ag wai ayamag éixadovy: see Winer, 
R.W.B. Erasmus would keep the ordinary 
meaning, “in dilectionibus vestris,” or 
‘inter charitates vestras.” But the cuvr- 
Evwxovpevor seems to fix the other. St. 
Peter has for dydatc, amadratc, as at 
present read: see note there), feasting 
with you (cvvevwxotpevor may mean, 
feasting together: but the iuay preceding 
makes the other more probable) fearlessly 
(apdBos is joined with éavr. om. b 

Erasm., Beza [and consequently E. Was 
Triceeus, and Stier: but thus ouvEvWY. 
would be left standing very badly alone. 
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xxi. 3. (Mark xiv. 36] L. only. Ezra x.7 only.) 


1 Cor. xiv. 14. Eph. v.11. 


xvii.6only. Jer. i. 10. 
u Matt. iii.4. Mark i. 6 only. 
w Luke xiv.9. 2Cor.iv.2. Phil. iii.19. Heb. 


= (see note) Hos. ix.17 (only). 


over an erasure.) 

Tepipepopevar, with 

ABCKL rel 40 Thl. 
18. aragpiZovra C 18 al,. 


“Cum timore colenda sunt convivia sacra. 
Convivari per se nihil vitii habet. Ideo 
‘sine timore’ huic verbo annecti debet,” 
Bengel. (ic. mentions both arrangements : 
aGp6Bwo cuvevwxobpevot, TouTécTiv, py- 
déva ~oBov Toic cuvEevwYoupévote mpoc- 
Condo, éeEaipyng wemeo omtdddec éiz- 
ayovreg avroig Tov bEOp0y Tay Wuxer. 
i, mooc TO Tomaivovtec, 76, apdBwe 
1 éavrod¢ ovyrdrrovrec), pasturing their 
* own selves (using the dyama: not for their 
legitimate purpose, the realization of the 
unity of Christians by social union, but for 
, their own purposes, the enjoyment of their 
| lusts, and the furtherance of their schemes, 
\ See Ezek. xxxiv. 1; the parallelism of 
' which has however been too far pressed 
here by Grot. [‘se dum saginent, gregem 
negligunt”’], Bengel [“non gregem”’]; 
which thought does not seem to be in the 
context, but merely that they feed and 
pasture themselves in the dydra, having 
no regard to the Shepherd [or shepherds | 
set over them. Erasmus widens the sense 
too far—suo ductu et arbitrio viventes”’) : 
clouds without water (see on myyai 
advvooot in 2 Pet. ii. 17. Water is expected 
from clouds), carried out of course by 
winds (here owr text is the more concise: 
St. Peter having, as above, the myyai 
dyvdpor separate from the vepidar v7r0 
Aaikazog éhavvdpeva. Cf. Prov. xxv. 14, 
Heb. or EH. V. wapadepopevat, borne by, 
or as above, borne out of their course, 
hither and thither), autumn trees (i. e. as 
trees are in the late autumn [d«ap7a 
explaining it, see below |: as Bengel, “arbor 
tali specie qualis est autumno extremo, 
sine [foliis et? ] pomis :” not “frugiperde,” 
as Grot.: and so Erasm., Beza [and con- 
sequently E. V.], al., and Stier, for which 
meaning there is no authority in usage: as 
neither for Schéttgen’s, “que non nisi 
auctunno senescenti fructus ferunt imma- 
turos et nulli usui futuros”’), without fruit 


. 1. Tit. iii. 14. 2Pet.i.8 only, 
r Mark xiv. 30,72. Luke xviii.12. Phil. iv.16 only. 8 Kings xi. 9, 
t Matt. viii. 24. xiv.24. Mark iv. 37. Acts xvii. 41 only. 


aft cuvevwxouevor ins vuty C al, copt (sah) arm. 
(none of our mss) He, cirewmferuntur vulg: gepopevar k: txt 


aravnres B. 


9. 1 Kings 
p here only ¢. P’ ay. iy; 87.2.  q Matt. xiii. 22 | Mk. 
Jer. li. 6. isd. xv. 4 only. nq Jer. ii. 6. 
8 Matt. xiii. 29. xv. 13. Luke 
tu Wisd. xiv. 1. 


v here only t. 4 dé Odd. kuptov émagpitn, Mosch. Idyll. v. 5. 
xil. 2. 
x Matt. ii. 2, &c. xxiv. 29] Mk. 1 Cor. xv. 41 (8ce). Rev.i.16all3, Gen, i. 16 

z (= John xii. 7 al.) constr., 2 Pet. iii. 7. 


Rey. iii. 18 only. Ps. eviii, 29. plur., see 1 Pet. iv. 8. 
y here only. 
a ver. 6. 


rec 


om o and rov B. rec ins 
(as trees at the time above mentioned ; but 
there is nothing in this word to indicate 
whether fruit has been on them or not), 
twice dead (it is not easy to explain these 
words in reference to trees. For that we 
must do so, and not, as Beza, Est., Bengel, 
Schneckenb., al., desert the similitude, and 
understand it of spiritual death twice in- 
flicted, or of death here and in eternity 
[so Grot.: “neque hic bonum habebunt 
exitum, neque in seeculo altero” ], must be 
evident by éxpiZwOéyra following. ic. 
says, Ta OOtvoTwpiVa Oévdpa dic droOvn- 
oxovra, év Te TH TOV Kapmov adTwy 
droBorg, cai &y Ty THY PYANWY aTroppPog : 
and then he explains the first particular as 
above: see on ver. 11: Beza, Rosenm. 
explain dic by “plane,” “prorsus,” which 
meaning, though denied by Bretschneider, 
De Wette illustrates by “bis dat qui cito 
dat: and Horace’s “pro quo bis patior 
mori.” But the most likely reference of 
the word is to the double death in a tree, 
which is not only as it seems to. the eye in 
common-with-other trees, in the apparent 


death of winter, but really dead: dead to 


appearance, and dead in reality, Huther 


comes near this, but does not quite reach | 


it, when he says, “not only without fruit, 
but dead and dried up:” but this would 
not be two deaths; whereas the other is), 
rooted out (the various descriptive clauses 
form a climax: not only without leaves 
and fruit, but dead; not only dead, but 
plucked up and thrown aside, ‘ Tous ces 
mots sont des métaphores énergiques pour 
montrer le néant de ces impures, la légé- 
reté de leur conduite, la stérilité de leur 
foi et absence de leurs bonnes meeurs.”’ 
Arnaud) : 13.] wild waves of the 
sea, foaming up their own shames (cf. Isa, 
lvii. 20, in Heb, and BE, V.: “ The wicked 
are like the troubled sea, whose waters 
cast up mire and dirt,” which beyond 
doubt has been in the Writer’s mind. 
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u4 mooepnrev- 


? \ ’ \ , 
eniyachron: Gey O& Kal “TouToLe Oo/L0¢ avo Adan Evwy Aéywv 
, » 


reff. 
f— John v. 27 
only. Ezek. 


1 Chron. xii. 17. 
k attr., Acts i.1 al. fr. 


vi. 60. (Matt.xxv.24. Acts xxvi.14. Jamesili.4only.) Gen. xlii. 7, 30. 


x.10. -cpés, 1 Pet.iv.9. Wisd. i. 10, 11.) 


Pe cm Ae \ Wes Gal 5 
Kar auTOv apaptwrot aoe(3etc. 


iii. : iii. 7,8. Mark xv.1. Gen, xviii. 25. 
6. Sere ee i Rom. i. 18, xi. 26, 2 Tim. ii. 16. ie 
12 Pet. ii.6 only. Dan.ix.5 LXX & Theod-F. Zeph. iii. 11. 


ay TO 


1662.48 n \ 
OUTOL ELOL yoyyvorat 
g = John iii. 20. viii. 46. xvi. 8 al. 

Tit. ii.12. ver.18only. Jer. v. 6. 
m= John 
nhereonlyt. (-Cetv, 1 Cor. 


roy bef awva, with K b glo Ps-Chr: om ABCL rel 40 Ephr Pallad Ce. 


14. expognrevoev B'. 


om de A (al ?). 
txt ABKL rel vulg Chron Ge Thi Did-lat. 
15. rec e€eAeyEat, with c Hic: txt ABCKL rel 40 Ephr Chron Phot Thl. 


rec wupiaoty bef ayratc, with C: 


rec 


aft rove aceBerc ins avrwy, with KL rel Gc Thl: om ABC b! d o 13 ce Chron Ps-Cypr 


Did-lat Vig. 
Syr sah. 


aicxtvas, plur., either, each his own aic- 
xovn, or all their own aioyivac, dis- 
graces, instances of disgraceful conduct), 
wandering stars, for whom the blackness 
of darkness is reserved for ever (cf. 2 Pet. 
ii. 17, where nearly the same words occur. 
dorépes mAavFTaL would seem most pro- 
bably to indicate comets, which [as in 
Oct. 1858] astonish the world for a time, 
and then pass away into darkness. The 
similitude would not find any propriety as 
applied to the planets, properly so called: 
for there can be no allusion to the astro- 
nomical fact of their being naturally opaque 
bodies, as Bengel imagines. Many Com- 
mentators have supposed that the simili- 
tude is to be understood of teachers, who 
would enlighten others, and yet are doomed 
to darkness themselves: so (ic., comparing 
the transformation into an angel of light, 
2 Cor. xi. 14. But the context does not 
justify this. Rather should we say, these 
professing Christians, by their profession 
lights in the world, instead of letting that 
light shine on more and more into the per- 
fect day, are drifting about in strange errors 
of doctrine and practice till it will be ut- 
terly extinguished in eternal darkness). 

14, 15.) Prophecy of Enoch respecting 
them :—see below.—Yea, and (82 Kat are 
better taken together, applying to the 
whole sentence, than separated, joining 
kai with rovroc, “of these as well as of 
others,” for no other prophecies of Enoch 
are alluded to) of these (wpodntevery is 
usually joined with zepi: here and in ref, 
only [yeypappéva] with adat. It is the 
dat. of reference, answering to mpdc¢ av- 
rovc, Mark xii. 12: see Winer, edn. 6, 
p. 190, § 31. 4) prophesied Enoch seventh 


om aceBevac C ce al, demid arm Damasc: om aceBevag avtwy al, tol 
aft oxAnpwy ins Aoywy C 13 ce al, Syr sah Ephr Damasc. 


from Adam (“ut vaticinii antiquitatem 
commendet,” Calv. Possibly also the fact 
of seven being the sacred number may 
have been in view, as Bengel: “ mysterii 
non expers, in quo immunitas a morte et 
numerus sanctus concurrunt.” Cf. Wet- 
stein’s note, in which several similar desig- 
nations are quoted: e.g. Philo, Vit. Mos. 
p- 81 Mangey, 603 Potter, alleges Moses 
to have been the seventh generation from 
Abraham. R. Berbai, on Num. xxv. 12, 
says, “‘Erat autem Phineas septima pro- 
genies a Jacobo patre nostro,” &e.), saying, 
Behold, the Lord (“Jam Henochi tempore 
nomen Jehovah notum erat,” Bengel) came 
the historic tense of prophecy) among 
in, as surrounded by) His holy myriads 
(of angels : cf. Deut. xxxiii. 2: Zech. xiv. 5, 
Heb. xii. 22), to execute judgment (reff.) 
upon all, and to convict all the impious 
concerning all their works of impiety 
which they impiously did, and concern- 
ing all the hard things which impious 
sinners spoke against Him.—I have dis- 
cussed in the prolegomena the question as 
to the source of this citation, and its re- 
lation to the present apocryphal book of 
Enoch. I will only here set down the pas- 
sage as it at present stands in De Sacy’s 
version: “Et venit cum myriadibus sanc- 
torum, ut faciat judicium super eos et per- 
dat impios et litiget cum omnibus carna- 
libus pro omnibus que fecerunt et operati 
sunt contra eum peccatores et impii.” 

16.] Continuation of the descrip- 
tion, especially with reference to the con- 
cluding words of the prophecy.—These are 
murmurers (yoyyvorat, ot in’ dddvra Kal 
drappnodorws rp Sucapecrovpivy éem- 
Peppopervot, Cc. Murmurers against what, 


ABCKL 
abcecdf 
ghkl 
013 
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o uy p \ \ p2 ff) ’ eas) i) , 
aeurbipotpot, Kata tag © emWupiac avtwy * Topsvopevor, ee 
\ ‘ ’ > i = e see note, 
a q z r J p 2 Pet. iii. 3, 
* t ne oroua ciened Aart pri pl OavuaZovrec (2.Chron. 
s Col > XV. 2. see 
Toocwra, *wherstacg ‘yaow. | yetc dé, * ayamnrol, | 2 Petii- 10.) 
v , om Yor , ws v ; A \ < q et, Ul. 1 
only. Exod. 
Muna Onze TWV praten TOU», AGOSOUREVOY \VTO. TeV xvii 29 al. 
na ad a cr ad - Tr here only. 
arostohwy Tov Kupiov nor ‘Incov yporov, | ore eyo Gen, xix 21. 
AR ate a 2 PEE P -~ ’ 4 » ts evit. xix. 15, 
VL ra ] x constr. par- 
fty OTL ET ETYAaTOU [roo KXpovov EoovTat  EuTalKTal tietp, Col. it 
iner, 


edn. 6, p. 505, § 63. 2. 8s Rom. iii.lonly. Job xxii.3. Ps. xxix. 9. t1 John iii. 12 reff, 
uver.3. 2 Pet. iii. 1. v2 Pet. iii. 2. mp., = Rom. ix. 29. Gal.i.9+. 2 Macc. vi. 20 al. 
w Heb. i. 1 reff. x 2 Pet. iii. 3 only. Isa. iii. 4 only. (-aéGerv, Matt. xxvii. 20 al.) 
16. for 1st avrwr, eavr. CLacdfg1: txt ABK rel Ge Thl. for 2nd aurwr, 
aurw A. 
17. 7. zposty. pn. A Ephr Lucif. 
18. eheyey nucy K. rec ev eoyarw yoovw, with KL rel We: ex ecyarwv rwv 
xoovuy gal, Syr: ex’ eoxarov rwy xyoovwy cc al,: txt ABC 13 Did Thl, but rov is 
omd (homeotel ?) in BC. for scovrat, ekevoovrar AC? cc vulg coptt Ephr Did 


Cyr: txt BC'KL rel syrr Ps-Hippol Ps-Chr Cyr He Thl Lucif. 


is not said: probably, against the appoint- tent: sed interea ostendit illiberali esse in- 
ments and ordinances of God. Bengel’s genio, quia serviliter se dimittant.” Calv. 
distinction between the two words, “yoyy. Compare puoPot, ver. 11). 17, 18.] 
adversus homines, pep. contra Deum,’  Hxhortation to remember how the Apostles 
does not appear justified) dissatisfied with forewarned them of these men.—But ye, 
their lot (see on wepeporpia, Theophrastus, beloved (see again below, ver. 20), re- 
Char. xvii. Wetst. and Elsner give ex- member the words which were before 
amples: e.g. Philo, Vit. Mos. p. 109. 29, spoken (not “prophesied :” see reff.) by 
of the Israelites, eal mahty otavro peu- the Apostles of our Lord Jesus Christ 
wWeporpeiy: Lucian, Sacrif. 1, rg ’Aoré- (this can hardly be cited as evidence on 
pdoe pepiporpotonc, Ore pr mapst- one side or the other on the question 
AnG9n Ted THY Ovoiay bd Tov Oivéwc. Whether St. Jude himself was an Apostle. 
peuiporooe is interpreted by Hesych., He might use the expression, being himself 
peupopevog TO ayabov 7 piAeyKAnpwy, an Apostle: he is certainly more likely to 
} ~idairwoc), Walking according to their have used it, not being one. According 
lusts (this is closely connected with the to the critical text, St. Peter uses the 
preceding: “quia sibi in pravis cupidi- same expression, without the ype, 2 Pet. 
tatibus indulgent, simul difficiles sunt ac iii. 2: and whichever view is taken as to 
morosi, ut illis nunquam satisfiat: hine the genuineness or otherwise of 2 Peter, 
fit ut semper obmurmurent ac querantur.” there could be no intention by such an ex- 
Calv.), and their mouth speaketh great pression to exclude either the real or the 
swelling things (see 2 Pet. ii. 18 note), pretended St. Peter from the number of 
admiring (the nom. part. belongs not to the Apostles), that they told you (whether 
siciy above, but to avrav immediately pre- by writing, or by word of mouth, does 
ceding, being joied to it by a loose con- not appear: so that we cannot say, with 
struction: see reff.) [men’s] persons (see Bengel, “ergo hi, ad quos Judas scribit, 
)reff.: holding mere outward appearances, cateros quoque Apostolos audierant.” It 
dignities, of men in admiration. In Gen. is worthy of remark that he does not say 
xix. 21, it is God who says to Abraham, é\eyor jpiv, but tpiv; hereby again not 
idob, s0abipacd cov 76 mpdcwmov, “Be- indeed making it certain that he included 
hold, I have regarded [H. V., accepted] himself among the Apostles, but making it 
thee.” In the ref. Levit., the word im- very uncertain, whether he intends to ew- ,, 
ports as here, and is parallel with ov Any clude himself) that at the last of the timo 
modcwrov in the preceding clause. The (see notes on 2 Pet. ili. 3: Heb.i. 2: 1 Pet. | 
Commentators quote Lysias, Orat. 31, i.20:= at the end of the world, in the last 
otre yao rove movnoode i7epopg, obre age of the Church) there shall be scoffers , 
rovc dyaotc Oavpater, dd icoy éavrdv (men who sport with what is holy and | 
mapéyst raw, said of death. In 4 Kings good: the Nowmot of Ps. il. “The “pro- | 
v. 1, Naaman is said to have been a man Shecy is contained in 2 Tim. iii. 1, 1 Tim. 
reOavpacpivog moocwry, of high dignity) iv. 1, Acts xx. 29, and doubtless formed a 
for the sake of advantage (“‘magnilo- constant subject of viva voce warning. 
quentiam taxat, quod se ipsos fastuose jac- 2 Pet. iii. 1, 2, can hardly be supposed to 


2 


— 


eae 


540 IOYAA. 19— 


y ver. 15. 
constr., see 
note. 

z here only f. 


\ \ e a ’ , , mn > rc 
Peata tac eavrwy ° emOuptac ° ropsvopevor twv * aceBewr. 


oat ’ b a 
19 orot stow wvevpa 


(Scop , Lev. 
xx. 24.) 

al Cor. ii. 14. 
xv. 44 (bis), 
46. James 
iii. 15 only t. 

b 1 Cor. vii. 40. 
Rom. viii. 9. 

¢ vv. 3, 17. 


TOOCEVY OMEVOL, 21 


a1 Cor. iii. 10, &c, Eph. ii. 20, Col. ii.7 only, Num. xxxii.88 Ald. only. ; vi 
17. xv.16. 1 Cor. xil. 8,9. 2Cor. vi.6. 1Thess.i.5. Rev.i.10. iv. 2. Micah iii. 8. 


e ’ ’ a ‘ 
*-o atrodwopidortec, Puyol 
pen PY 20.7 et ball. aeons p idil Samos 
fn ExovTEc. UMELC OF, ayamTyTOL,  EMTOLKOOOMOVYTEC 
G \ Zu ae i! eae ie) 
EaUTOUG TY aylwTaTyY vAwY ~ TLoTEL, 

, 


; ie “ <b 
év WVEVMAaTL ayl@ 


€ ‘ > ’ , lol g ’ 
gavTovg ty ayaTy Ocou THonNoaTe, 


f Rom. ix. 1. xiv. 
g 1 John v. 18 reff. 


 e =ver. 8 reff. 


19. elz aft amodwpiZorrec ins eavrove, with C b d g o vulg(with am demid tol) syr 
Aug Fulg Bede: om ABKL rel 40 fuld Syr coptt Ephr Did Gc Thl Lucif Cassiod. 


20. yqpere C arm. 


rec TN aywwrarn vuwy more bef Exorkvdopouvreg EavTOUC, 


with KL rel Syr Ephr Th! Ge: txt ABC d 13 vss Clem-frag-lat Bede. 


21. rnonowper B C}(perhaps) syrr. 


be referred to, for that place is, as this, a 
reminiscence of things before said by the 
Apostles, and nearly in the same words), 
walking according to their own lusts of 
impieties (doeBevav, gen. after émiOupiag, 
indicating the direction, or perhaps the 
character, of those desires. Cf. the same 
words above, ver. 16). 19,] Last cha- 
racteristics of these men. These are they 
that separate (or “are separating,” viz. 
from the Church, having no real sympathy 
with the spirit of the Gospel. The act. 
verb does not seem to require éavrove to 
be supplied: that draw lines of distinction, 
by walking after their own desires, not in 
the path of the Church’s obedience, thus 
separating both themselves from you, and 
you from themselves), sensual (we have no 
English word for Puxyikcdg ; and our biblical 
psychology is, by this defect, entirely at 
fault. The Wvyxn is the centre of the per- 
| sonal being, the “I” of each individual. 
| It is in each man bound to the spirit, man’s 
| higher part, and to the body, man’s lower 
| part; drawn upwards by the one, down- 
| wards by the other. He who gives him- 
| self up to the lower appetites, is capricde : 
'\ he who by communion of his rvedpa with 
| God’s Spirit is employed in the higher aims 
i of his being, is wvevparikéc. He who 
rests midway, thinking only of self and 
4} self’s interests, whether animal or intellec- 
tual, is the WuxeKdc, the selfish man, the 
} man in whom the spirit is sunk and de- 
\ graded into subordination to the subordi- 
| nate py}. In the lack of any adequate 
‘word, I have retained the “sensual” of 
\the E. V., though the impression which it 
gives is a wrong one: “selfish” would be 
as bad, for the PuxtKd¢ may be an amiable 


, and generous man: “animal” would be 


\ word were not so ill-looking in our lan- 
{ guage, “psychic” would be a great gain), 
“ not having the spirit (arvedpa, see above, 

not directly the Holy Spirit of God [the 


i worse: “intellectual,” worse still. If the 
i) 


absence of the art. would be no objection 


- to this: see Rom. viii. 9, 14, 1 Cor. ii. 4, 


vii. 40 al. fr.], but the higher spiritual life ) 
of man’s spirit in communion with the Holy 
Spirit. These men have not indeed ceased | 
to have zvedpa, as a part of their own! 
tripartite nature: but they have ceased to | 
possess it in any worthy sense: it is de- 
graded beneath and_under_the power of 
the Puyn, the personal life, so as to have | 
no real vitality of its own. See Delitzsch, } 
Biblische Psychologie, v. Abschn. § 2, “das 
neue Geiftesleben:” and Beck, Umriss der 
biblischen Seelenlehre, p. 35 ff.). 

20—23.] CoNCLUDING EXHORTATION 
TO THE READERS: and a) vy. 20, 21, as to 
their own spiritual life—But ye, beloved 
(resumed from ver. 17), building up your- 
selves (Eavtovs, not = addAxjAovc, but as 
in Phil. ii. 12) upon (as a foundation) your 
most holy faith (the faith here is the 
foundation ; viz., the fides que creditur, 
the object of faith. Bullinger [in Huther ], 
“ Vestre fidei superstruentes vos ipsos.’ 
Elsewhere in Scripture, Curist is this 
foundation, see 1 Cor. iii. 11; which in 
fact comes to the same, for He is the 
Author and Finisher of our Faith, the a 
and w), praying in the Holy Spirit (as 
the means of thus building yourselves up. 
The expression moocevyecOat ty mv. ayip 
is not found elsewhere, but is in strict 
analogy with Scripture usage: cf. Nadeiv 
év wv. ay., also Rom. viii. 26, Eph. vi. 18. 
Some, e.g. Luther, jo éy mv. ay. with 
what has gone before, and this is approved 
by De Wette: but surely wrpocevydpervor 
would not be left thus standing alone. 
De W. cites Me. for this arrangement, but 
it is very doubtful whether he adopts it: 
bpeic Of TY aywrary bpoy miore éot- 
Kodojodyrec, rot éavrode dvakrwpevor 
éy mvebpare ayip, TovTéott, Kata THY TOD 
aytov mvetpartoc Oidaccadiay tag éavtov 
aMpoiceg ty raic mpocevyaic byway rrowv- 
pevor: where it is evident that there should 
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k= Acts xi.18. Rom. vi. 22. x. 1. 
8. 1Tim. v.20 al. Prov. ix. 8. 
o Zecu. iii. 2. Amos iv. 11. 


8 al. 


aA \ m?*,\7 n 25, 38 al. 
Ouc pev 3 éhtyyere ota- 2 Mace. ix. 25 
ove 8& owlere °F ic P aomaZ ia rim.i1s 

c owleTe eK TupOCg * aomalorTec, 17,28. 
1= Matt. xiii. 8, Rom, xiv. 6 al. 


m = John xvi. 


n = Matt. xxi. 21 Mk. Acts x.20. Rom.iv.20. J. Of. 
p= John x. 28, 29. Acts xxiii.10. 2 Kings xxiii. 21, sph 


22. rec (for eheyyere) edeere, with KL rel: skeare BC?: txt AC! (13) 40 vulg 


copt zth arm (ic-comm Cassiod Bede. 


13 vulg syrr copt arm Clem (He-comm lat-ff. 
rec ins ev poBw bef owZere, with KL rel: om ABC d 13. 


23. om Ist ove dc B. 


be a period at dvacrwyuevor, and that zpoc- 
svxouevot has been omitted, or perhaps 
was never expressed, after ayiw; at any 
rate the latter sentence is an explanation of 
éy wy. ay. Toocevyopevor), keep your- 
selves (aor. of the one great life-long act 
to be accomplished by the ézoicodopeiy 
and mpocetxecOat) in the love of God 
(within that region of peculiar Jove where- 
with God regards all who are built up on 
the faith and sustained by prayer: 000 
being a subjective gen., “God’s love,” not 
objective, as Grot., Semler, Bengel, Vors- 
tius, Arnaud, al. The expression is very 
like peivare ty ry ayany Ty tug, John 
xv. 9, where kdyw nydanoa ipac pre- 
ceding fixes the meaning to be Christ’s 
love to them), looking for (present part. 
as in Tit. ii. 13, where see note. It is to 
be the habit of the life, as those other 
pres. participles, ézrou. and mpocevydpevor) 
the mercy of our Lord Jesus Christ (viz. 
that which He will shew at His coming, 
roy &i¢ THY toxaTny npépav TIE atwyiov 
Zong BoaBevopevoy vir, Gc,: cf. Tit, 
ii. 13. Huther remarks that é\soc, more 
usually predicated of the Father, is in the 
addresses of the Pastoral Epistles, and of 
2 John, attributed to the Father and Son 
jointly) unto eternal life (these words 
may be joined with éA\eoc,—that mercy, 
whose issue shall be eternal life; or with 
moocdexopevor,—as the issue and aim of 
the expectation; or with tnonoare,—as 
the final terminus of that watchful guard- 
ing. Perhaps the right choice between the 
three will be to combine the two last : for 
mooodeyopnevot is subordinate and con- 
ditional to rnonoare : “keep yourselves... 
in expectation of... unto”). The direct 
and studied reference to the Blessed Trinity 
will not escape the reader. b) vv. 22, 
23.] Exhortation as to their conduct with 
reference to the persons previously stigma- 
tized in the Epistle——And some indeed 
convict when contending with you (or, 
“when separating from you.” These ap- 
pear to be the only two meanings which 
suit the context. (£!c. takes the latter, 
but apparently including in it the idea of 


rec dtaxptvopevor, with KL rel: txt ABC 


hostile disputation: edxeivouc o&, ef pév 
anovuoravrat judy, todro yao onpaiver 
7 OvaxpivecOa ... where the Latin ren- 
ders, “illos vero si vobis resistant, nam id 
significat disceptantes ...” The Vulg. 
renders it passive: “et hos quidem arguite 
judicatos,” which can hardly stand as 
giving the pres. part. dtacpivopévove, and 
representing rather dvaxpivoytec. De 
Wette, following Bengel, understands it 
“ doubting ”—“ convince,” “persuade in 
the right direction,” “those who doubt.” 
But thus the sense of éAéyyere is missed, 
which is never simply to convince, but 
always carries the punitive idea with it, to 
convict. Grot. gives another meaning, 
“reprehendite eos qui se ceteris pre- 
ferunt.” Huther goes with (ce. The 
sense of contending, for dtaxpivonat, is 
found both in classical writers and in the 
N.T., e.g, Acts xi. 2, and our Epistle, ver. 9 
[which is no slight indication of the 
meaning here]: cf. diaxpivecOar pdyy 
Herod. ix. 58, dadotg «. Adyouc Demosth. 
p- 163. 15 al. in Palm and Rost’s Lex. 
—This is the first class: that of those 
who oppose themselves, who must be con- 
victed and down-argued. According to 
the rec. ob péy éretire Svaxprvdpevor, the 
rendering will be, as EK, V., “ of some have 
compassion, making a difference,” viz. 
between them and the others) ; but others 
save (pres., attempt to save; not owcare, 
which would imply that you had the 
power, and must do it effectually), snatch- 
ing them from the fire (the same passage 
in the prophets, Zech. iii. 1—3, which has 
already been before St. Jude’s mind in ver. 
9, again furnishes him with the material of 
this figure. There we read ov« idod rodro 
we dadbg eorracpévog tk muodc; cf. also 
Amos iy. 11. Notice too the repetition 
of dtaxpivesOat in close connexion, which 
speaks not a little for the sense above 
given to it. The wip is most probably 
not future eternal fire, as Cc. é& rod 
HmeAnMEVOY avroig mvodc: but the pre- 
sent hell into which their corrupt doc- 
trines and practices have cast them, not 
however without reference to its ending in 


542 


IOYAA. 


24, 


a ID lod 4 A > ‘ a A 
qofman Matt. oie Sz Tedeare Ev Gofsw, micovVvTEC Kal TOV aTO TNC GAPKOC 


xviii. 33, 
Rom. xii. 8. 
Job xix. 21. 
of God, Matt. 
v.7 al. fr. 
Tes. “Gry 
om. & 15, 
16, 18 only. 

8 James iii. 6 
only t. Wisd. 
xv. 4 only. 

t = Matt. v. 40. 
John xix. 23 
al. 


a2 , t oN 
EoTtAwpévov — XiTwWVa. 
4To St Suvapévyp 


Gen, xxxvii. 8, &c. 


x Eph.i.4. Col. i. 22 only (both w. du@p.). Josh. i.5. 


ix.14. 1Pet.i.19, Rev. xiv.5 only. Ps. xvii. 23. (-untos, 2 Pet. iii. 19.) 
a Luke i. 47. i i 
b = Luke ii. 14. xvii. 18. John ix.24. Acts xii. 33. Rom.xvi.27al, Ps. xcv. 7. 
¢ Heb.i. 8. viii. lonly. 2 Kings vii. 21, 28. Ps. lxxviii. 11 al. 


Heb. i. 9 (from Ps. xliv. 7) only. 
xciv. 1. 


40 vulg syr copt «th arm (c-comm(appy) Cassiod Bede. 


with b df gocc: om ABCKL rel 40. 


vad a ’ ead b ss n& c nN , 
TOV TOU KvOLOU HUWY, Oca, peya WOUVN, 
u absol., John xvii. 12, Acts xii. 4. 
onlyt. 8 Mace. vi.89. amr. immos, Xen. de re eq. i. 6. 
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d ’ 
KoaTo¢e Kal 
2 Pet.ii.5. Ps. exliv. 20. Vv here 
w = Matt. xxv. 33. Acts vi. 6. 
y Eph.i.4. v.27. Phil. ii.15. Col.i.22. Heb. 


z Luke i. 14,44. Acts ii. 46. 


1 Tim. i. 1. ii. 8. v.10. Tit.i.3. ii.10. iii.4only. Ps. 


d 1 Pet. iv. 11 reff. 


ree ins rov bef zvugoc, 
rec om oue o¢ edeare ev pow, with KL 


rel: om ove de eXeare © syrr: ins AB k 18. 40 vulg copt eth arm.—ederre A al: 


edeyxere k aly: txt B13. 40 al,. 


24. elz (for avrove) vpac, with B(Mai expr agst Bch) CL rel vss Thl; nuac A al,: 


txt Kabeghlo Me. aft 
aamidove al, arm Thl. 
A: om k. 


amrawsrove Kat ins aomirove cae C k al, syrr; 
for carevwmior, evw7. C. 


for apwpovc, apemmrToug 


25. rec aft poyw ins cogw, with KL rel @e Thi: om ABC 13. 40 vss Ephr Fulg 


Bede. 
13 ce 40 vss Ephr Thl Fulg Bede. 


fire eternal. This is the second class; as 
Cic., ei O& mpdc taoty agopHor: or rather 
perhaps, any over whom your influence 
extends, as younger members of «the 
Church, &c., whom you can thus rescue by 
snatching them out of the fire of tempta- 
tion and peril), and others compassionate 
(the form é\edw for the usual éA¢éw is also 
found Rom. ix. 16,18; and é\\oy¢v, Rom. 
v. 13 [in A], Philem. 18. See Winer, 
edn. 6, p. 79) in fear (on what account, 
is shewn by what follows. Mc. rightly, 
except that [see below] he identifies this 
class with the last,—zpocdapBadrecbs dé 
pera Tov éesiv avrode cal pera odBov, 
TEMOKENTOMEVOL ph Two  Todcdn ie 
ToUTwY, apehGge bu@v Ta TOdE adbrodg 
Ovakeipévov, NOpNe dpiv yévynrae airia. 
This is the third class: consisting of 
those whom not falling in the way of 
so as personally to~convict, nor having 
influence over so as to—rescue,. the be- 
lievers could only compassionate [and on 
occasion given, lovingly help] as led 
away hopelessly to their ruin: but in 
shewing such compassion, they were to 
maintain a wholesome fear of their deadly 
error, for fear they themselves should be- 
come defiled by it. It may suffice to repu- 
diate at once Bengel’s interpretation of 
éy oBw, ‘“clementer, metu duntaxat 
incusso.”—The following clause is epex- 
egetical of év ~6Bw), hating (not, “seeing 
that ye hate,” as De W., nor “though ye 
hate,” as Jachm.: the pres. part. simply 
falls under and expands the verbal clause 


rec om dua tnoou YpioTov Tou KupLo” nnwy, with K rel Ge: ins ABCL k 
rec aft dofa ins cat, with KL rel 40 vss He 


édeAire-tv-968y, thus forming part of the 
command) even the (or, “thew,” cf. He. 
below) garment which has received de- 
filement from the flesh (rq sep 7q@ modc 
avrove cuveréicOw Td picog TO TodEg Ta 
puapd avrayv toya, pisotyTwy duwor Kai 
BdsXucoopévwr, Kai Toy ad Tig CapKdg 
avrdy éomiiwptvov, row péuacpévov 
avrav xiTova, we TY TPd¢E THY adToYV 
capka mpocWatoet, Kai avrod Bdedvood 
xonuarigovroc. And so Bengel, under- 
standing yi7éva of their garment, which 
you are to loathe, and to be afraid even to 
touch: ‘tunica est totius vite habitus ex- 
terior, qua ab aliis attingimur.” This may 
be, but it is more probable that the yirwy 
is literal, and the saying a proverbial one— 
hating not merely fleshly pollution itself, 
but even the traces and outskirts of it; 
even that, be it what it may, which has its 
mark and stain upon it. 
see Rev. iii. 4). 

24, 25.] ConcitupINnG DoxoLoey, con- 
ceived in terms referring to their state of 
danger and necessity of divine upholding. 
But (the 8é, as in Rom. xvi. 25, closes off 
all other considerations and sums up all in 
this one. It is not at all given by the 
“now” of the E. V., which conveys a 
strictly temporal idea to the hearer) to 
Him that is able (exactly thus, Rom. xvi. 
25) to keep them (the occurrence of ad- 
rov¢ [which is almost beyond doubt the 
true reading instead of ipae of the elz. or 
nae of A) can only be accounted for by 
the supposition that St. Jude writes here, 
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here only. 
ot f here only. 
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Prov. viii. 23, 
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see Or. ll. 
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g here only. 
(Luke i. 83 
al.) 


Thl Bede: om ABC k 13 am(with demid fuld tol) syr Ephr Fulg. rec om 790 
mavroc Tov atwwvoc, with K rel Syr Hc: ins ABCL d 13 (cc) 40 vulg syr copt eth arm 
Ephr Thi Fulg Cassiod Bede. aft awyvag ins rwy awwrywy L 13 al, vulg(demid tol, 
but not am fuld) syr-marg copt Fulg Bede. 


SUBSCRIPTION. om rel: redocg h: redoc cuyv 00 ayw Trwyv moatewy cat Twy Em- 
oTOAWY TwWY ayLwY aTooTOAwY wy Kat TOV Lovda TeTEAELWwTat dia oTLXwY En’ apny f: 
tovda extorodn KaBorien C al: rov aytov atocrodov wuda extorodn Lal: eredstwOn 
ovy Oew Kat n Tov tovda KaodiKkn eExtororn. dog~a cot o Yeo (thrice repeated), o 


paxpoOupwy ex’ Euot Tw avatiw Sovw cov K: tovda extorodrn A: txt B. 


as of all to whom he has been addressing 
himself, in the third person, as if he was 
praying to God for them. His reason for 
not using tac may have been his desire 
to include also in the term those who 
might be convicted, rescued from the fire, 
and compassionated, as well as his more 
immediate reader. But it is hardly likely, 
in the solemn close of his Kpistle, that he 
should mean by atrotc, those only) with- 
out falling (see reff.: and for wraisv, James 
ii. 10, iii. 2), and to set [them] before- 
the-presence-of His glory (which will be 
revealed when the Son of man shall come, 
éy ry O6Ey abrod, kai rob TaTpdc, Kai TOY 
ayiwy dyyédwy, Luke ix. 26, in the ém- 
gaveiag the OdEn¢e TOU peyddou Oeou Kai 
swrioog npwv Insov xorarod, Tit. ii. 13) 
blameless (see reff. and 1 Thess. iii. 13) 
in (element, in which they will be found) 
great-rejoicing (tripudiatio, the exuber- 
ance of triumphant joy: see reff.: and the 


verb in 1 Pet. i. 6 reff.), to the only God 
our Saviour through Jesus Christ our 
Lord (on the union of O&d¢ with owrno, 
see Prolegg. to Vol. III., ch. vii. § i. 34. 
Observe the qualification here), be (on ac- 
count of ed mavric Tov ai@voc below, 
De Wette insists as necessary that éoriy, 
as 1 Pet. iv. 11, not gorw, is here to be 
supplied. But gorw might be in the 
Writer’s mind, while the precise periods 
embraced by it might rather be left to the 
fulness of his devout spirit than marked by 
strict precision) glory and majesty, might 
and power, before all time (before the 
whole age, scil- of the world. Thus we 
have eternity “a parte ante”), and now 
(thus, time present), and to all the ages 
thus, eternity “a parte post ”).—Amen 
tthe ordinary conclusion of a doxology : cf. 
Rom. i. 15, 1 Pet. iv. 11, and 2 Pet. iii. 18, 
where as here it stands at the end of the 
Epistle). 
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(1 Cor. i. 7. : Be ae 
Gal.i.12. 2 Thess.i.7. 1 Pet.i.7,18. Sir. xlii.1. [xxxix.23.] -v’m7ecv, Dan. x. 1 Theod.) b = John 3 2 26 
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TITLE. ree aroxadviic twavvov Tov Geooyov, with fj 9.17: amocaduwig Tov aytov 7 9 “49_ 
w. 7. 0. b cn 25. 33-8. 47(prefg 7). 50. 90: amon. w. T. 0. ear evayyeAtorou B 12: 1-9-7-8. 
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19: aoc. Tov ayvov amoor. x. evay. w. 7, Oe. 10. 37, simly eh: amok. rou aytou 
evdotararou aroor. kK. evay. wapVEevov nyamnpevov extornO.ov ww. Oeor. 30: amok. T. 
ay. x. evdokov amoor, Kk. Evay. w. T. O&. nv ev TaTpw vnow eMEacaTo 1: amok. Te ay. 
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inoou xptorov atrocadvyic doPsca Tw Osodoyw wavyn 26: om k 48-9: wwavvov aro- 


kadvyucad g: txt C. 
Cuap. I. 1. for avrw, aurn B. 


Cuap. I. 1—3.] SuPERSCRIPTION: in 
which the contents and Writer of the book 
are declared, and the importance of its sub- 
ject indicated by a blessing on those who 
shall read and hear it. 

The Revelation (dmoxaAupis écriy 1 
TOY tEepwv pvoTHviwy Onwotc, Karavyalo- 
pévou Tov nyemovuKov Tic Puyine, eire dud 
Oziwy dveparwy, sire cal’ Urap ix Osiac 
é\AdpuWewe. Arethas. Here, the word need 
not be taken in any but this its general 
sense, as in 2 Cor. xii. 1, where it is plural ; 
the particular purpose of this revelation 
follows, with the inf. det%at below. azo- 
Kkadvic is one of those words which have 
passed, in their later usage, from indicating 
the act, to signify that with which the act 
is concerned: so Kkavynotc, 2 Cor. i. 12, 
vii. 14. Jerome on Gal. i, 11, 12, says: 
“Verbum ipsum drocadtWews, id est, 
revelationis, proprie scripturarum est, et a 
nullo sapientum seeculi apud Greecos usur- 
patum.” But Plutarch, de placit. philos. 
i. 7, rig tory 6 Oedc, says that Huripides 
was an atheist, but drocadkiWac0at odbc 
HOEAnoE, SeOowKwe tov dpEov mayor. 
Porphyry’s use of the word, vit. Plotin. 


(The title of A has perished, but the subscription confirms C.) 
(So Tisch agst Mai.) 


c. 16, is no exception. It is said to be 
later Greek for dvakad.) of Jesus Christ 
a is this genitive to be understood ? 
s our Lord the subject or the object ? 
Clearly here the former: for it isnot Christ 
who is here revealed, except in a remote 
sense: but Christ who reveals, as is plain 
in what follows: see also ref. Ebrard 
makes the gen. possessive, which comes to 
the same thing. Heinrichs understands 
amok. "I. yo. of the appearance of our 
Lord which is related below, after St. 
Paul’s manner [but not in 2 Cor. xii. 1], 
and St. Peter’s [reff.: and 1 Pet. iv. 13, v. 
1], see also Luke xvii. 30. But see below. 
The not very important distinctions be- 
tween dmocaduic and its result tpognreia 
are laid down at great length in Hengsten- 
berg, h. 1.), which God (the Father) gave 
to Him (Stern asks, “ How are we to un- 
derstand this? Is not Christ very God, of 
one essence with the Father from eternity ? 
Did He not, by virtue of the omniscience 
of His divine nature, know as exactly as 
the Father, what should be the process of 
the world’s history, what the fate of the 
Church? What purpose was served by a 


Fel. 


ATIOKAAYYVI= IQANNOY. 


545 


e , a a , a 
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Matt. xxiv. 6 al. Dan. ii. 28. 
xxv. 4. Rom. xvi.20. Deut. ix. $. 


revelation from God to Jesus?” He pro- 
ceeds to say that the words cannot refer 
merely to the revelation as made to us, 
but are clearly against such an interpreta- 
tion: and gives, at some length and very 
well, that which in one form or other all 
will accept as the true explanation, in ac- 
cordance with John vii. 16, xiv. 10, xvii. 
7, 8. The man Christ Jesus, even in his 
glorified state, receives from the Father, 
by his hypostatic union with Him, that 
revelation which by His Spirit He imparts 
to His Church. For, Acts i. 7, the times 
and seasons are kept by the Father in his 
own power: and of the day and the hour 
knoweth no man, not the angels in heaven, 
nor even the Son, but the Father only, 
Mark xiii. 32. I may observe, that the 
coincidence in statement of this deep point 
of doctrine between the Gospel of St. John 
and the Apocalypse, is at least remark- 
able), to shew (is this infinitive of the 
purpose dependent on fdwkey, or on the 
subst. aroxaddvyic? Is it the purpose of 
God in giving, or the purpose of the reve- 
lation in revealing, that is asserted? At 
all events, Heinrichs is wrong, who takes 
Hv éOwxey Ociéae together, “which God 
gave [empowered ] Him to shew.” But of 
the others, the construction with édw«er is 
the more probable, as being the more 
usual: “that He might shew,” &. Setar 
must not here be confined to its stricter 
meaning of shewing in vision, as Hengst. : 
for then, as De W. remarks, we must con- 
fine rote dovAorg adr. to the Apocalyptic 
Seer alone: but must be taken in its wider 
sense of exhibiting as knowledge, inform- 
ing of. So in Matt. xvi. 21: where how- 
ever Hengst. strangely denies this mean- 
ing, and upholds that of prove, demon- 
strate: which our Lord did not do till 
after His resurrection) to His (Christ's, 
most probably, as below in this verse, and 
ch. ii. 20: for thus the atrée¢ is kept to 
the same subject throughout) servants 
(here meaning all Christians, not, as 
Hengst., prophets only: indeed his sense 
of éeiZat, which necessitates this, brings 
confusion into the whole sentence. That 
John himself is one of these dovAoe below, 
does not affect this general meaning) what 
things must (by the necessity of the divine 
decree: see besides reff., Matt. xvii. 10, 
xxvi. 54 al.) come to pass shortly (i.e. 
‘before long: see reff. especially Luke. 
The context, the repetition below, 6 ydo 
watpoc tyyvs, and the parallel ch. xxii. 6, 


e ch. xxii. 6. 


d ch. iv. 1. 
fLuke xviii.8. Acts xii. 7. xxii, 18, 


followed ib. 7 by idod éoyopar rays, fix 
this meaning here, as distinguished from 
the other of ‘ swiftly, which indeed would 
be hardly intelligible with the historic 
aorist ysevécOar. This expression, as De 
W. well remarks, must not be urged to 
signify that the events of apocalyptic pro- 
phecy were to be close at hand: for we 
have a key to its meaning in Luke xviii. 8, - 
where our Lord says, 6 6& Ocd¢ pur) Trorjoee 
THY éxdtknow TOY ékAEKTa@Y adbrov THY 
Bowvrwy mode abroy nusoag K. vuKrée, 
kal paxpoOupav ém avtois; éyw dpiv 
Ort womoe THY Exdiknowy abray év TaxXEL: 
where long delay is evidently implied. 
Hengstenberg repudiates this, and says it 
is self-evident that these words can only 
be adduced here “nad) unvichtigen Uus- 
fegung.” But surely the two cases are 
exactly parallel: and Hengst.’s strong lan- 
guage, here as elsewhere, proves nothing. 
His own interpretation of the words, na- 
tural as he seems to think it, is forced 
and unwarrantable. He [in common with 
many others] takes them to mean that the 
events spoken of would very soon begin to 
take place. The axe, he says, lay at the 
root of the Roman Empire when John 
wrote this, as it did at the root of the 
Persian Empire when Daniel wrote. But 
this interpretation is not borne out by the 
Greek. dG Osi yevio@at év raye is not 
“which must soon begin to come to pass,” 
but, in the well-known sense of the aorist, 
“which, in their entirety, must soon come 
to pass:” yevéoOa being in fact, a past 
tense, “must have come to pass,” “be 
fulfilled :”” so Bengel most truly, “Totus 
liber tanquam unum verbum uno momento 
pronunciatione debet accipi.” So that we 
are driven to the very same sense of éy 
rayeu as that in Luke xviii. above, viz. to 
God’s speedy time, though He seem to 
delay : in spite of the scorn which Hengst. 
pours on this meaning. His maxim, that 
a Prophet, speaking to men, must speak 
according to men’s ideas, is quite worthless, 
and may be confuted by any similar pro- 
phetic saying, even by the one which he 
brings in its favour, Hagg. ii. 7: and his 
complaint, that thus we make the Seer and 
even the Lord Himself like bad physicians 
who delude their patients with false hopes 
[so, in the main, Stern also], is unworthy 
of a Christian Expositor, after our Lord’s 
own plain use of the same method of 
speech again and again in His prophecies 
in the Gospels and in this book. It re- 


g =(of proph.), 
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28 (xxv,27 only) t. (Exod. xviii. 20 al.) 


i constr., 1 Tim. vi. 12. ch. xxii. 16, 20. aor. epistol., Philem.19. 1 Johnii.14, 2 John 12. 
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mains to observe, that these words cannot 
with any fairness be used as furnishing a 
guide to the interpretation of the pro- 
phecy. They are far rather to be regarded 
as a prophetic formula [see Beza ], common 
with him to whom a thousand years are as 
one day, and used in order to teach us 
how short our time, and the time of this 
our world, is. See on the whole, Ebrard’s 
able note, and his remarks on the ab- 


surdity of Hengstenberg’s pressing the. 


words in favour of his preterist scheme.— 
THY éBaow dé réy xonparilopévwy tv 
Taye wmidyveirar TpoBiva, ovx we 
Ervyev, ddAd TapapEeTrpoy Ta avOpwmiva 
Toi¢ Osiowc, ol¢ kai Ta TodvXporiwg Kal 
xriaoTae ExTEdovmeva We H XOEC T)pEa, 
kal » éy vucri dvdaky Koivera. Arethas. 
There is a profitable and consolatory exe- 
gesis of the words in Ambrose Ansbert, 
B. P. M. ix. pt. 2, p. 310.—Dionysius of 
Alexandria, as cited in Eus. H. E. vii. 25, 
omits the words a@ dei yevéoPat, joining 
Oei~ae with éy rdye); and He (‘Inoove 
xovoréc, not 6 Oeéc, see ch. xxii. 16: the 
subject is changed, and the relative con- 
struction abandoned. So almost all Com- 
mentators) signified [it] (it is remarkable 
[see reff.], that with one exception, this 
prophetic use of onpaivw is confined in 
the N. T. to the Evangelist St. John) 
sending by His angel (the aor. part. is 
contemporary with the aor. verb, not ne- 
cessarily antecedent to it. azoor. dia, as 
in reff. No word, as rijv aroxdd\ufu, 
need be supplied, the verb being used 
absolutely after the manner of the Heb. 
va mw of Exod. iv. 13 and ref. 2 Kings. 
Still less must dia be taken with éo7- 
pavey, as Hengst. The Angel men- 
tioned is the same who informs the Seer 
in eb ecviivill 07> Lb; eel Gy cor, (QO; sosxit 
1, 6, which latter place takes up this; 
ib. 8 ff.; and who is spoken of by our 
Lord ib. 16. It is remarkable that this 
angel does not appear as the imparter of 
the visions until ch. xvii. Some indeed, 
as Ewald, have fancied that they trace his 
presence in ch. iv. 1 and throughout: but 
ch. xvii. 1 is too manifestly the introduc- 
tion to a new appearance for this to be the 
case; and previously to that the Seer re- 
ceives his information from different per- 
sons. Our Lord Himself opens the Apoca- 
lyptic vision; and it is His voice which 


calls John up to the place of heavenly ; 


vision, ch. iv. 1. In vi. 1 ff. the four crea- 
tures take up the office: in vii. 18, one of 
the four and twenty elders: in x. 8, it is 
our Lord’s voice again which addresses 
him, and in ib. 9, it is the angel who 
stands on the earth and the sea that gives 
him the book. Only in the great close of 
the prophecy, opening with ch. xvii., does 
one angel stand by him; referred to, as 
here, under the name 6 dyyedoc. In the 
visions of Daniel and Zechariah an angel 
mediated: Dan. viii. 16, ix. 20, x. 10 ff., 
Zech. i. 1, 19, al.) to His servant John 
(on the whole question of the writer of the 
book, see prolegomena), 2.) who testi- 
fied of the word of God and the testimony 
of Jesus Christ, whatsoever things he 
saw (these words must, in all fairness of 
construction, be referred to this present 
book, and not, as by some of the older 
Expositors, and recently by Ebrard, to the 
Gospel of St. John. The reasons given by 
Ebrard for such reference will not hold, 
He objects to tuapripnoev being taken 
of this book, that such a use of the aor. 
would be peculiar to the Epistolary style, 
whereas this book, though containing 
Epistles, is not itself an Epistle. Even 
were the usage thus confined, it might be 
answered from verse 4, that the whole is 
in an Epistolary form. But the usage is 
not thus confined, as every scholar knows. 
Witness Thucyd. i. 1, Oovcvdidng ’AQn- 
vaiog Evvéypabe roy médguoy x.t.r, 
Again, Ebrard objects that the sense thus 
obtained would be a strange one: “God 
gave the Revelation to Christ ; He signi- 
fied it by His angel to John, which last 
hereby makes it known.” But I own I am 
unable to see any strangeness in it. It 
seems to me the obvious way in which a 
faithful account of this Revelation would 
be prefaced by its Writer. On the other 
side, the objections to Ebrard’s reference 
are to me insuperable. First, as to its 
introduction with the simple relative 8c. 
We may safely say that had any previous 
writing or act been intended, we should 
have had d¢ kai, or in St. John’s simple 
style, even more than this, $¢ cai rd ™00- 
Tepoy, OF d¢ Kat gy dw BiBr\ip. The be 
as it stands, I submit, carries on the action, 
and does not identify John as the same 
who at a previous time did some other 


2, 3. 


ATIOKAAYY¥1 IQANNOY. 547 


a a ‘ oes | ’ ’ o a a 
tov Bzov Kal THY HaoTuplay : Inoov KXelorou, ™ Goa ™ Eidev, 1 vex-9. ch. 
’ , 


e 


3 Makdgtoc area 


péva’ 0 yao Kaioog 4 eyyue. 


xv. 21. 2Cor.iii.15. Neh. viii. 8, 8, 18. 
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xx. 4 only. 
see John i. 
nt 1 John v. 


m see ver. 19. 
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ch, xxii. 7, &c. mps, = Matt. xiii. 14. 2 Pet. i. 
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Dion Andr Primas. 
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aft edey ins kar ariva 
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éiou 13. 


8. for rove Aoyouc, Tov hoyoy B: Tov Aoyou 36. 


aft Aoy. ins rovroue C. 


aft tn¢ mpognreac ins ravrng 1 16 vulg(with am demid & agst fuld tol &e) syr-dd 


copt (Vict) Primas. 


action. Next, as to the things witnessed. 
The words 6 Néyoe Tov Oeod kK. 7) paorupia 
"I. xp. cannot with any likelihood be taken 
to mean “the [personal] Word of God, 
and the testimony of Jesus Christ ;” for 
why, if the former term refer to Christ 
personally, should He be introduced in the 
second member under a different name ? 
Besides, the words occur again below, 
ver. 9, as indicating the reason why John 
was in the island Patmos ; and there surely 
they cannot refer to his written Gospel, 
but must be understood of his testimony 
for Christ in life and words: moreover, 
%) paoruoia “Inoov is itself otherwise ex- 
plained in this very book, ch. xix. 10. But 
there is yet another objection to the sup- 
posed reference to the Gospel, arising from 
the last words, dca cider. First, the very 
adjective 600 refutes it. For the Kvan- 
gelist distinctly tells us, John xx. 30, that 
in writing his Gospel, he did not set down 
éca eidev, but only a portion of the things 
which Jesus did in the presence of His 
disciples, whereas in the case of this Reve- 
lation it was otherwise: he set down all 
which he saw, as a faithful transmitter of 
the Apocalyptic vision to the churches, 
But still more does the verb ¢idey carry 
this refutation. In no place in the Gospel 
does St. John use this verb of his eye- 
witnessing as the foundation of his testi- 
mony; indeed he only uses it of himself 
at all on two occasions, John i. 40, and 
xx. 8. But in this book, it is the word in 
regular and constant use, of the seeing of 
the Apocalyptic visions; being thus used 
in it no less than 59 times, And some 
of these usages are such that there can 
be no doubt this place is connected with 
them; e. g., i, 19, ypaow odv & eidec, 
and the repetition itself so frequently 
occurring «ai edor cai ido.—Taken then 
as representing the present book, roy 
Aéyov here will be the aggregate of ot 
Aéyoe ver. 3: 1) waptupia ‘1yo. xo. will be 


the wvsipa rij¢ moognreiac, embodied in 
writing for the Church in all ages). 

8.] Blessed is (or be, in the ordinary 
meaning of pakdpioc: not necessarily re- 
ferring on to eternal blessedness, as 
Hengst.) he that readeth, and they 
that hear the words of the~ prophecy 
and observe the things written in 
it; for the time is near (it can hardly be 
reasonably denied that in the 6 dvay.- 
vookwy and the ot axosoyrec, the Apostle 
had in his mind the one public reader and 
the many hearers. Ebrard attempts to 
deny this, but it seems to me unsuccess- 
fully. His instance of St. John’s passing 
from a singular to a plural, rac 6¢0 adc, 
kai olrivec avtov é&exévtnoay, ver. 77, 
would be applicable only if we had here 
mac 0 avaywwokwy, Considering that 
no such transition is elsewhere found, we 
can hardly escape the inference that it was 
intended. And so the great majority of 
Commentators: so Andreas [‘plures uno 
legente possunt audire,” Gloss. ord. ], 
Bede [“doctores et auditores”], Lyra 
[“qui legit, quantum ad doctores: qué 
audiunt, quantum ad discipulos”], &e. : 
Bengel [“unus, ille primum, per quem 
Johannes librum ex Patmo in Asiam misit, 
legebat publice in ecclesiis, et multi audie- 
bant ”], Ewald, Hengst., De Wette, Stern, 
Graber, &e. Others have explained the 
change of number variously: e. g., Beza, 
ex Hebraismo; Cotter (in Pool), “quia 
soli legimus, audimus conjuncti:” Ribera, 
“quoniam multo plures audiunt, quam 
legunt:” &e. If the words are to be un- 
derstood as above, they form at least a 
solemn rebuke to the practice of the 
Church of England, which omits with one - 
or two exceptions the whole of this book 
from her public readings. Not one word 
of the precious messages of the Spirit to 
the Churches is ever heard in the public 
services of a Church never weary of appeal- 
ing to her Scriptural liturgies. Surely it 
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is high time, that such an omission should 
be supplied.—Notice that not three classes 
of persons, but two only, are here indi- 
cated: he that reads, and they that hear 
and do. 
Tnoovrrec, these latter would have formed 
a separate class from the adcovovrec.—The 
E. V. is right in the sense, in rendering 
Tie moog., ‘this prophecy: it = r%¢ 
mood. Tod BiBAiov Tovrov, ch. xxii. 7. 
Ta év avTy yeypappeva are the several 
exhortations to repentance, faith, patience, 
obedience, prayer, watchfulness, stedfast- 
ness, which are scattered up and down in 
the prophecy. The time being near makes 
the book of the more importance, and the 
blessedness of reading and observing it 
greater. The nearness spoken of is to be 
understood as the év rayet, ver. 1, which 
see. We know little now of relative near- 
ness and distance in point of time: when 
the day of the Lord shall have opened our 
eyes to the true measure, we shall see, 
how near it always was). 

Cu. I. 4—III. 22.] Inrropvorron To 
THE PROPHECY, in the form of a sevenfold 
Epistle to the seven churches of Asia. 
And herein, vv. 4, 5, address and greet- 
ing. (Kbrard, who seems to love singu- 
larity for its own sake, objects to the above 
arrangement, because the sevenfold epistle 
has not yet begun, and prefers calling this 
a dedicatory title to the whole book. But 
the other view is far simpler and better. 
The sevenfold Epistle is clearly before 
St. John’s mind, and, full of the images 
of the vision which he had seen, he only 
interrupts it by solemn ejaculatory refer- 
ences to the glories of that vision and the 
sublime announcement of the Lord’s com- 
ing, and then hastens on to introduce it 
by a prefatory account of his own cireum- 
stances when the Epistles were entrusted 


to him and of the appearance of the Lord ° 


who thus entrusted them.] John to the 
seven churches which are in Asia (the 
form of address is exactly that in the 
Epistles of St. Paul: see Rom. i. 1 ff, 
1 Cor. i. 1 ff., &e. That St. Paul in Rom. 


Had there been an article before’ 


and elsewhere is careful to designate him- 
self and his office, and St. John introduces 
himself without any such designation, be- 
longs doubtless in part to the individual 
character of the two Apostles, but is be- 
sides a strong testimony that the John 
who hire writes needed no such designa- 
tion in the eyes of those to whom he was 
writing. See this, and other evidence as 
to the authorship, urged in the prolego- 
mena. See on the seven churches below, 
ver. 11. *Aota, as always in the N. T., 
is the proconsular province so called. “ Con- 
stabat,—ut a Cicerone alicubi dicitur illa 
proconsularis Asia, que inter precipuas 
Romani orbis provincias olim habita,—ex 
Phrygia, Mysia, Caria, Lydia; sub quibus 
insuper, sub Mysia nempe et Lydia, in- 
telligi debent Ionia et Aolis, ac addi pree- 
terea vicine maris Aigei insula. Qui 
amplissimus terrarum tractus, pre aliis 
Romani orbis provinciis, ingenti imprimis 
urbium, et multarum ex iis insignium et 
magnarum, numero gaudebat. Dicebatur 
Proconsularis, quod eadem a viro consulari 
sub Proconsulis nomine regebatur.”’ Span- 
heim de usu numismatum, p. 610 [from 
Hengstenb. ]); grace be to you and peace 
(so St. Paul in all his Epistles except the 
three pastoral) from Him who is and who 
was and who is to come (a paraphrase of 
the unspeakable name m7, resembling the 
paraphrase ity Wh My in Exod. iii. 14, 
for which the Jerusalem Targum has, as 
here, qui fuit, est, et erit: as has the 
Targum of Jonathan in Deut. xxxii. 39, 
Schemoth R. iii. f. 105. 2: “Dixit Deus 
S. B. ad Mosen: Kgo fui et adhue sum, et 
ero in posterum.” Schéttg., Wetst., De 
Wette. “6 épyxdpevos, instans, i.e., futu- 
rus: ut Mare. x. 30. Caret lingua Hebreea 
participio quale est éodpuevoc.” Ewald. 
Each of the appellations by itself is to be 
regarded as a proper name—6 wv,—6 Fy 
[not 6 my: the imperf.—or aor.—being 
used in the lack of a past participle of 
eiui], and 6 éoyoueroc: and it follows 
from what is remarked above that the 
meaning of éoydpevocg is not here to be 
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5. rec ins ex bef rwy vexowy (from Col i. 18) with h 10 (37. Br, e sil) Andr-p(and 
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pressed as referring to any future coming, 
any more than in its English representa- 
tive, “ He that is to come.” By doing so 
‘we should confuse the meaning of the 
compound appellation which evidently. is 
all to be applied to the Father, we adrot 
TEMLEXOVTOS éy EauTW TaVTWY THY byTwY 
THY apxny Kai Ta péca Kai Ta Tedevrata, 
as the second alternative in the Catena. 
In the first (Arethas?) 6 Gy is supposed 
to mean the Father [éy eivi 6 &v, as 
said to Moses], 6 7v the Son [év doyg hv 
6 Noyoc], and 6 éoydpevoc the Spirit, as 
ever proceeding forth and descending on 
the Church. Hengstenb., who presses the 
literal sense of toydmevoc, avoids this con- 
fusion, but falls into that of making the 
covenant Jehovah, Father, Son, and Spirit, 
come to judge the world and the Church. 
At least so it would seem: for when he 
comes to this the weak part of his exegesis, 
he obscures his meaning by raising a cloud 
of rhetorical description of what shall take 
place at that coming. He connects éo- 
xomevoc with idod toyerar pera THY VED. 
below, in spite of the «ai awd... kai 
az6 intervening. It is needless to say, 
that that épyera: is to be referred to the 
last subject only, viz. to Inoove ypiordc. 
And wherever the épyopar raxd, with 
which he also connects it, occurs, it is dis- 
tinetly said of the glorified Saviour), and 
from the seven spirits which [are] be- 
fore His throne (Andreas, in catena, takes 
these for the seven principal angels [ch. 
viii. 2]: so Clem.-Alex., Beza, Lyra, Ri- 
bera, Hammond, Bossuet, Wetst., al. But 
this is highly improbable, as these angels 
are never called wvetpara, and as surely 
mere creatures, however exalted, would not 
be equalized with the Father and the Son 
as fountains of grace. The common view 
is doubtless right, which regards the seven 
as tac évepysiac TOU ayiov mvEdparog 
[so revéc in catena: Andr., Victorin., Pri- 
mas., al. ]:—“Thou the anointing Spirit 
art, Who dost thy sevenfold gifts im- 
part :” but rather perhaps to be regarded 
as expressing His plenitude and perfection, 
than to be separately assigned as [ but qu. ? | 
in the following lines of the hymn Veni 
Creator Spiritus. The key to this ex- 
pression, which is an anticipation of the 
visions afterwards to be related, is ch. v. 6, 
Vou. IV. 


where see notes: as also on ch. iv. 5. The 
éxra can hardly be entirely without al- 
lusion to the émrd éxxAnoia, and to the 
sevenfold imagery throughout. The num- 
ber seven denotes completeness, and, as 
Schéttgen shews h. 1., was much noted by 
the Jewish Commentators as occurring in 
the O. T. The seven spirits betoken the 
completeness and universality of working 
of God’s Holy Spirit, as the seven churches 
typify and indicate (see Prolegomena) the 
whole church. The reference to Isa. xi. 2 
is but lamely made out, there being there 
but sta energies of the Spirit mentioned. 
That to Zech. iv. 2, 10 is more to the 
point: see notes as above. The 4, 
without its verb, is solecistic), and from 
Jesus Christ (as we have before had the 
Father and the Holy Spirit mentioned as 
the sources of grace and peace, so now 
the Son, coming last, on account of that 
which is to follow respecting Him: “quia 
de illo continuanda erat oratio,”’ Vitr., 
who also notices that what follows has 
respect to His threefold office of Prophet, 
King, and Priest: see however below), 
the faithful witness (see John xviii. 37, 
tic Touro édndvOa eic Tay Kdopor, iva 
paprupnow Ty adnOeia. It is to the ge- 
neral mission of the Redeemer to bear 
witness to the truth, and not merely to 
the apocalyptic portion of His testimony 
which is to follow [De W. ], that this title 
must be referred. This book [ver. 2] is 
7» paorupia "Inoot xo.: but the title 
reaches far wider. Embracing as it does 
that paprupia before Pontius Pilate, and 
indeed that of His whole life of witnessing 
to the truth, we can perhaps hardly say 
that it marks out his prophetic office with 
sufficient distinctness for us to believe 
it indicated here), the first-born of the 
dead (death is regarded as the womb of 
the earth, from which the resurrection is 
the birth: see note on Col. i. 18: and 
Acts ii. 24 note. mpwrétokos must not 
with Hengst. be diluted into ze@rog. The 
anraoxn TOY KEKousnpevwy, 1 Cor. xv. 
20, is quite a different figure), and the 
Ruler of the kings of the earth (this 
kingly office of Christ is reached through 
his death and resurrection. In Ps. lxxxviii. 
27, the combination of titles is much as 
here, rayw Sapa abTov, 
oO 
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ibnrtdv wapd rovc Bacrkic Tie vie. 
See also Isa. lv. 4, idod papripioy év 
E0veoiv %dwka adréy, doyovra Kai mooc- 
tasoovta Overy. “That which the 
Tempter held forth to Jesus, Matt. iv. 8, 
on condition of worshipping him, He has 
now attained by the way of his humilia- 
tion unto death: viz. victory over the 
world, John xvi. 33.” De Wette).—Now 
follows, consequent wpon the glorious titles 
of Christ which have been enumerated, an 
ascription of praise to Him for His ines- 
timable love to us.—Unto Him that loveth 
us (dyamavr.,—present part., not imperf. 
as Bengel,—includes in itself ayarhoarrt, 
which is the feebler, as it is the more ob- 
vious reading. It is His ever-abiding cha- 
racter, that He loveth His own, John xiii. 
1: out of that love sprang the mighty act 
of love which follows: but it did not ex- 
haust its infinite depth: it endures now, 
as then. The waiting till He become, in 
the unfolding of the Father’s purposes, the 
acknowledged Head over his Church, is in 
reality as great a proof of that love now, 
as the Cross was then) and washed us 
from our sins in His blood (the aor. points 
to a definite event, viz. his sacrifice of 
Himself. In such an image as this, which 
occurs again ch. vii. 14, we have en- 
wrapped together the double virtue of the 
atoning blood of Christ in justification, 
the deliverance from the guilt of sin, and 
sanctification, the deliverance from the 


om any 33 tol: ins ACK B rel. 


power of sin: the forensic and the inherent 
purity, of both which it is the efficient 
medium: of the former by its application 
in faith, of the latter by such faith, in its 
power, uniting us to Him who is filled 
with the Spirit of holiness. See 1 John 
i. 7 and note), 6.] and He made (the 
breaking up of the participial into the 
direct construction is Hebraistic : so De W., 
al. “It belongs to the delicacy of the 
Hebrew diction, to follow up the parti- 
ciple which gives the tone to the sentence 
by finite verbs, which, through the in- 
fluence of the relative notion embodied in 
the participle, are themselves to be taken 
as conditioning clauses.”  Delitzsch on 
Habak. [in Hengst. |) a kingdom (viz. the 
kingdom of God or of heaven, so much 
spoken of by our Lord Himself and his 
Apostles: consisting of those who are His, 
and consummated at His glorious coming. 
This kingdom is one in which his saints 
will themselves reign, see the parallel place 
ch. v. 10, where cai Baotrsdoorvew ézi 
TH¢ yhe is added: and Dan. vii. 27: but 
above all the place which is here referred 
to, Exod. xix. 6, dyeic d& Eoeo8? por Baci- 
Agtoy tepdrevpa Kai €vog cytov [1 Pet. 
ii. 9}), priests (the BaotNeiay was the col- 
lective description : tepets is the individual 
designation. See on the union of the two 
characters in the individual Christian, the 
note on 1 Pet. ii. 9) to (as belonging to; 
the Father being the ultimate object of 
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reference, as His will is the origin, and 
His glory the result, of all that is brought 
about by the mediatorial work of Christ) 
God and His Father (to Him who is God 
and His Father: or, to His God and 
Father. The former is the more probable 
here, Ebr. remarks, on account of St. 
John’s habit of repeating the possessive 
genitive after words of possession: e. g. 
Rey. vi. 11, ot ctvdovdoe aitoey xk. oF 
adedgoi avr&y: ix. 21, ie rév dovwy ad- 
TOY ovTE éK T. Papudkwy abrov odvTE éx, 
&c.: Jobn ii. 12, which is more to the 
point here,—1 pnrnp adrod, «. ot ddedgot 
avrov, k. ot padnrai abrov. See notes on 
the places where the expression occurs in 
St. Paul [ Rom. xv. 6 reff.], where I have 
taken the other rendering), to Him be 
(or, is, belongs: the like ambiguity is 
found in all doxological sentences) the 
glory and the might unto the ages (i.e. 
for ever. See note on Gal. i. 5): Amen. 
7, 8.] A solemn announcement of the 
coming of Christ, and declaration, by way 
of ratification, of the majesty and omn- 
potence of God [see below]. Behold He 
(the Person last spoken of: the subject 
being continued from the preceding verses) 
cometh with the clouds (tév, viz. of 
heaven: so expressed in reff. Dan., and 
Mark: cf. gv ry vegédy, ch. xi. 12), and 
every eye shall see Him (by a well-known 
figure, not merely Hebraistic but common 
to all tongues, the acting member is said 
to do that which the man does by its 
means. This is to be understood of the 
whole human race, risen and summoned 
before Him), and (among them: the «at 
does not couple a separate class, but selects 
a prominent one) they which (oitwes, of 
the whole class: almost = “ whoever :” 
“all they who”) pierced Him (see John 
xix. 36 f. and note. As there St. John 
evidently shews what a deep impression 
the whole circumstance here referred to 
produced on his own mind, so it is re- 
markable here that he should again take 
up the prophecy of Zechariah [ref.] which 
he there cites, and speak of it as fulfilled. 
That this should be so ,and that it should 
be done with the same word é&exéyrynoayr, 


m Marr. xxiv. 80. Zucu. xii. 12, 


not found in the LXX of the passage, is a 
strong presumption that the Gospel and 
the Apocalypse were written by the same 
person. It is true, that Aquila, Sym- 
machus, and Theodotion have used the 
verb éxxevreiy; but this hardly comes 
into consideration as affecting this pre- 
sumption. The persons intended in 
this expression are beyond doubt those to 
whom our Lord prophesied in like terms, 
Matt. xxvi. 64; viz. those who were His 
murderers, whether the Jews who de- 
livered Him to be crucified, or the Romans, 
who actually inflicted His death. That 
the meaning must not here be generalized 
to signify all who have by their sins cru- 
cified the Son of God afresh, is plain from 
the consideration that this class, otrivec, 
are taken out from among the wae 6¢0ad- 
poc which precedes, whereas on that sup- 
position they would be identical with it; 
for we all have pierced Him in this sense), 
and all the tribes of the earth shall 
mourn at Him (i.e. their mourning shall 
be directed towards Him as its object: in 
fear for themselves in regard to the conse- 
quences of his coming: similarly zpd¢ tt, 
John xiii. 28. The account to be given of 
the meaning in ref. 2 Kings, éceoaro éxi 
rov dvdpa airie, is in fact the same, the 
circumstances only making the difference. 
In Zech. xii. 10, both meanings are united. 

The prophecy is in allusion to Matt. 
xxiv. 30; and its sense, that all, even the 
holiest of men, shall mourn at the visible 
approach of that day. But as Bengel well. 
remarks, there will be then two kinds of 
mourning: “pre terrore hostili,’ and 
“pre terrore peenitentiali.” The former 
will prevail in the impenitent and careless 
world; the latter even in the comforted 
and rejoicing church. ‘The holiest saint 
when that Presence is manifested, in the 
midst of his “ Lo, this is our God; we 
have waited for Him, and He will save us,” 
will personally feel with St. Peter, “ De- 
part from me, for I am a sinful man, O 
Lord.” The whole is an adaptation and 
amplification of the words of Zechariah, 
l.e. See Vitringa’s note. But we must 
not adopt his notion, taken up also by 


Oo 2 


p ch. iv. 8 ald, 
only. Hos. 
xii. 5. (2 Cor. 
vi. 18. ch, 
xvi. 14. xix, 
15.) 

q ver. 4. 

r (constr., 

Matt. xxiii. 


gen.) Rom. 


xi.17. 1Cor.ix. 23. Phil.i.7 only t. (-etv, ch. xviii. 4.) 
i 1 Cor. iv. 20, 


t see Rom. xiv. 17. 
(2) Rom. iv. 25. Phil. ii, 80. 


xxxiii. 19. 
v= (1) ch. vi. 9, xx. 4. 
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- ’ Niet ’ c) wit A 
ty *Odthe Kat ‘Baotrsia Kal “vmropovy 
, : i ’ ad , ~ X y, Tl , Vv xs A Tov 
eyevounv ev TH vyow Ty Kadovpevy Tatu © ova 


L. 


Y \ ee ea , ’ < 
™aunv. ®’Eyw ci to °aAda Kal ro w, Aéyet  Kuptog o 
2 ee , e 9 ve , € ’ 
P Meoc, 10 Wy Kal 0 HY Kal O EoXOuEvoc, o ? TAVTOKPATWO. 
, > , e » A e lal \ 
9"Eyo ‘Iwavnc, 0 adeAgpocg vuwr kat * ovyKowwvog ev 


’ > co 
ev Inoov, 


8 Phil.iv.14. John xvi.33. Acts xiv. 22. Ps. 
u w. gen. as in rec,, 2 Thess. iii.5 al. 


8. roa cat ro w 10 (9. 51, e sil): ro adga cat ro w AC Babcedfghjkmn 2. 
4. 6. 18-7-8-9. 25. 80-2-3-4-5-6-7. 42-6-8. 50 Br. 


rec adds apyn Kau Tedoc, with 


m 34-5 (37. 41, e sil) vulg some-lat-ff; 1 apyn Kat ro redog n 36 copt: om AC B rel 


syr-dd «th arm Areth Ambr, Primas. 


rec (for kuptoc o Ae0c) 0 Kuproc, with 30 


(e sil) 34: txt AC B rel vss Hippol Orig-lat Andr Areth Ambr Primas. (d def.) 


9. rec aft 6 ins kat ( 


with 42, e sil): om AC B rel. 
Areth: txt AC B fm n 18. 34-5-6. 49 (13. 38. 51, e sil). 


for cvyk., Korywrvoc rel 
rec ins ev rn bef Baor- 


Nera, With 116. 49 Andr-p; ev 86: om AC B rel vulg copt Orig Dion Andr Areth 


Primas.—for rat, rn 50: om cat Bac. syr-dd eth. (d def.) 


rec (for ev Lv) tmoou 


xetcrov, with n Andr: ev xo. tno. B rel harl syr-dd arm Andr-coisl Areth Primas: ev 


kv wy eth: ev yo A 25: txt CN 38 am(with demid tol lipss) copt Orig. 


(bef r. Noy.), kar C. 


Hengst., “Venire dicitur Christus in nu- 
bibus cceli, quoties gloriam majestatemque 
suam in singularibus gratia, severitatis et 
potentiz suz effectis demonstrat, et se 
ecclesia quasi preesentem exhibet :’ for 
thus we confuse and indeed stultify the 
whole of this solemn announcement. The 
certainty of Christ’s revealing Himself to 
his Church in mercies and judgments 
needed no such asseveration as is here 
used: but the certainty of His great per- 
sonal second coming did and still does ; 
being the one fact which the world and the 
church alike are disposed to lose sight of). 
Yea, Amen (both these words are used in 
ref. as forms of ratification. The former 
is Greek, the latter Hebrew: and both 
together answer to the “Thus saith the 
Lord” of the prophets: rodroig dé roic¢ 
slionuévore TO BEBatoy Eripaprupay, érec- 
ppay.oe Sid Tod ciety val Kal apyv. rod 
val per & “EXAnviciic cuvnOsiac 16 dpera- 
oraroyv T&yv sionutyvwy taxoiBovyroc, 
Tou & aphy map’ ‘EBpaioc, ete rd pnddy 
Qy yevéoOariurodwy pr) &eBivat ra Hre- 
Anpéva trayouévov. Andr. in Catena). 
I am the Alpha and the Omega, saith 
the Lord God, He that is and that was 
and that is to come, the Almighty (by 
whom are these words spoken? Certainly 
as they here stand, with ciptoc 6 Oeéc, 
and 6 zavrocpdrwo, they must be under- 
stood as uttered by the Eternal Father. 
And similarly we find Him that sitteth on 
the throne speaking in ch. xxi. 5 ff. In 
our ver. 17, and in ch. xxii. 18, it is our 
Lord who speaks. Nor need we be sur- 
prised, that He who is of one essence with 


for Ova 


the Father should assert of Himself the 
same eternal being as the Father. This 
need not lead us to force the reference of 
any passage, but each must be ruled by 
considerations of its own context. 
Schoéttgen gives examples of the Rabbinical 
usage of “ab Aleph usque ad Tau,” to 
signify “completely,” “entirely :” and of 
the word nx being a name of the Shechi- 
nah, because it comprehends all the letters. 
The apy) x. Téd\o¢ was a correct gloss, 
from ch. xxi. 6, xxii. 13). 6 TavTo- 
kpdtwp answers in the LXX to the Hebr. 
M)xay Tn, also to "Ww. See note on Rom. 
ix. 29. 

9—20.] Introduction to the Epistles. 
Appearance of our Lord to St. John, and 
command to write what he saw, and to 
send it to the seven churches. 9.] 
Description of the Writer, and of the 
place where the Revelation was seen. I 
John (so again ch. xxii. 8: so Daniel, viii. 
1, ix. 2, x. 2) your brother (no inference 
can be drawn against the apostleship of 
the Writer from this his designation of 
himself. Indeed from his entire silence 
respecting himself in his Gospel, we may 
well believe that here, where mention of 
his name was absolutely required, it would 
be introduced thus humbly and unob- 
trusively), and fellow-partaker in the 
tribulation and kingdom and _ endur- 
ance in Jesus (the construction and ar- 
rangement are peculiar. The conjunction 
of these terms seems to be made to ex- 
press, a partaker, as in the kingdom, so in 
the tribulation and endurance which are in 
and by Christ: but the insertion of Baot- 
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, a A | q a 
"Aoyor tov Oeov Kal thy © paprupiay Inooo. 1° * éyevounv w ver. 2 reff, 


xy 


xxii.17. (yeyv. €v mocyoer, Herod. ii. 82.) 
ff, zZ1 Cor, xi. 20 only + (see note). 


20 re 


x= ch. iv. 
2. see Luke 


? , 2 “~ @ coy Gut eg Naish \ 
é&v TVEVUMATL év ™ Kuplaky neEOa, kat »kovoa * pwryy xxii. 44 


5 Acts xii, 11. 
y Matt. xxii. 48. ch. xvii. 8. xxi.10. see Jude 
a Ezek. iii. 12. 


rec ins ova bef rnv paprupiay, with B rel syr-dd Andr-p: om AC e mn 4, 9. 34-5-7-8. 


48 vulg copt Dion Andr Areth Primas Bede. 


rec aft cnoou ins ypicrov, with B rel 


lips-4 syr-dd copt Andr Areth Primas: om AC n 12. 36-7-8 vulg copt Dion Andr-a. 


10. 6 omits vy 10-16. 


Reig between Orie and iroporg is start- 
ling, and the effect of it must be to make 
the construction zeugmatic, év yp. ’I. not 
properly belonging to Baowsia. It can 
hardly be that the words are, as De W., 
“ordnungslos neben einander geftellt.” 
More probably, the tribulation brings in 
the kingdom [ Acts xiv. 22], and then asa 
corrective to the idea that the kingdom in 
its blessed fulness was yet present, the 
dmopovy is subjomed. “Tres hereditatum 
uncias introducit Johannes, quibus se par- 
ticipem ostendit. Sed media harum, i. e. 
regnum, possideri non potest, nisi et hic 
tribulatio exercuerit, et illic patientia de- 
fenderit.”” Ambr. Ansbert), was (“ befand 
mic):” not = 7y, which announces the 
simple fact. When an event is notified 
with éyévero, we express the meaning by 
“came to pass: when a person, we have 
no word which will do it) in the island 
which is called Patmos (see Prolego- 
mena, § ii. par. 4) on account of the 
- word of God and the testimony of Jesus 
(the substantives form the same expres- 
sion as occurred before ver. 2, where see 
note. There they indicated this portion 
of the divine word and testimony, of which 
John was a faithful reporter. Whether 
their meaning is the same here, will depend 
partly on what sense we assign to the 
prep. 81d. In St. Paul’s usage, as in reff., 
it would here signify for the sake of, i.e. 
for the purpose of receiving: so that the 
Apostle would thus have gone to Patmos 
by special revelation in order to receive 
this azocadvyic. Again, keeping to this 
meaning of Sud, these words may mean, 
that he had visited Patmos in pursuance 
of, for the purposes of, his ordinary apos- 
tolic employment, which might well be de- 
signated by these substantives. 
perhaps would have been our acceptation 
of the words, but that three objections in- 
tervene. 1) From what has preceded in 
this verse, a strong impression remains on 
the mind that St. John wrote this in a 
season of tribulation and _ persecution. 
Why should he throw over his address this 
tinge of suffering given by the OAtyu¢e and 
bropovn, if this were not the case? De 
W. will not allow this: but to my mind 


And such ° 


ins eyw bef eyevouny (ey written twice?) A. 


Hofmann is quite right in pressing it 
[ Weiss. u. Erfiill. ii. 308]. 2) The usage 
of our Writer himself in two passages 
where he speaks of death by persecution 
[reff.] shews that with him 6:4 in this 
connexion is “ because of,” “ in consequence 
of.’ De W. naively says that had it not 
been for these parallel places, such a mean- 
ing would never have been thought of 
here. We may as simply reply, that owing 
to those parallel places, it must be accepted 
here. St. John’s own usage is a better 
guide in St. John’s writings, than that of 
St. Paul. And Origen’s ear found no of- 
fence in this usage, for he incorporated it 
into his own sentence, ... caTedixace TOY 
‘Iwavyny paprypovyra Oud tov The adn 
Oeiac NOyow cig Tlarpov rv vipsov. See 
the passage, Prolegg. § i. par. 12. 3) An 
early patristic tradition relates that St. 
John was banished to Patmos. See the 
authorities in the Prolegg. ut supra, and 
the question discussed, whether we are 
justified in ascribing this tradition solely 
to our present passage. These considera- 
tions, mainly those arising from the pas- 
sage itself, compel us, I believe, to under: 
stand the words of an exile in Patmos). 

10, 11.] I was (on éyevdpny, see 
above. Not merely “Z was,” but “I be- 
came”) in the Spirit (@. e. in a state 
of spiritual ecstasy or trance, becoming 
thereby receptive of the vision or revela- 
tion to follow. That this is the meaning 
is distinctly shewn by the same phrase 
occurring in ch, iv. 2: where after seeing 
the door open in heaven, and hearing the 
dvaBa woe, he adds, evOéwe éyevouny ty 
avevpart See also ch, xxi, 10. Ebrard 
well says, “Der Rapport mit der Umgebung 
durd) die Ginne ift unterbroden, und ein 
Rapport mit der unfichtbaren Welt tritt 
ein;” “connexion with surrounding ob- 
jects through the senses is suspended, and 
a connexion with the invisible world esta~ 
blished,” On the attempt made by some 
to give the words a different meaning, see 
below) on the Lord’s day (i. e. on the first 
day of the week, kept by the Christian 
church as the weekly festival of the Lord’s 
resurrection. On any probable hypothesis 
of the date of this book, this is the earliest 
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exicw mov neyad 


bd a Tn, 
isa Acree * yeator Tae ° BrBXiov kai wéubor taig exra 4.9. 


SB tom § : ' St ee 
Se sxxAgatare, ke” Egsoor kat se Snvovay cat tc [épyapor 789. 
ene as . —, ’ “ee Or dO -y 26-7. 30- 
gRARE RAE RE Qvarapar Kat x¢ Tapdac Kai aig PrladeApetay Kat 2345- 
wh OAL TLS HIB B 40-1-2-7- 


ree ertew wav bef gergr, with C (a 36) 41(e si]) 49(e sil) vulg Primas: peyaAny bef 
ex. wow A 16 SS Andra: txt B rel (Andr-coisly Areth.—gorys ... weyags 34.—cad- 
meypee bef espa, QUE eg, R.—erige pow we GeryY Reyalny w¢ dwrny carriyyog 


PL. ree aft Asyevege ims Qw aut re A eat re Q 6 rpowree wat 6 soyaroce rat, with] 16. 
SS dick then beware 16 om sme; 16. 38 om Ist 6; 38 om 2nd 6; 116. 38 om 
Inst eae: 49 places a cress befdre eye and aft evy.) Andr-a-p: om AC B rel vss Andr- 


eet Areth Primas ree om extra (with 26, e Sl): ins AC B rel vss Andr Areth 
Pras. ree aft scelgerag ins rate ey acta, with (mone of our mss) copt 


Bade: am AC ® rel am(with demid fald harl Hpss tol) syr-dd Andr Areth Primas. 
quvergy e: prevar (Ist letter of cnvor. absorbed by last of uc) A g? 32-5. 50. 
@varaga, with rel 
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tAnvy ae > cadmryyor u * Aeyovons sO ACaa 


&: prea ch ree > Qvargoac 12: txt ACB d fm 11. 34-5.— 
far ae Gvaragar, or Gvaragere 36. 


mention of the day by this mame. This 
Grewmsianee, coupled with an exegetical 
bias, bas led certain modern interpreters, 
ef whem as fir as I know, Weistein was 
the Srst, to interpret the words of the day 
ef Ge Lenk 's coming, | Yasea Tet repior. 
Se Bilig, and in cur own country, Drs 
S R. Maitland and Todd. Bet 1) the 
@ifiealty, of the thus early occurrence of 
this term, i no real one. ~Dr. Maitland 
says [ee Todd's Lectures on the Apoe, 
Note BK p 295], “I know of nothing 
im the Seripfere er im the works af the 
amte-Nicene Fathers en which fo ground 
such am as fen. ‘To this we may 
answer, thai the extent of Dr. Maitland’s 
knowledge of the amte-Nicene Pathers does 
mei, - aly for uy decide the question. 
For, w repudiates zs “pro- 
Reseadly (®) browght Seren 2 tes anaes, 
Tremere 


emp. 5), Epiphanies [re re aroltay 
RE irworxercary crgeacyry, darsody fore; 
Hier. 73), Clem-Alex. [edree ivredijy 
tye mare rd apyQuev charpatéusree 
ar a. See seleee treest, Strom. 
Wik, 12. TH, p. STZ, Potter]. are apparently 
waimown to him. Indeed he confesses 
[Todd, wt supe. p. SOL) to have found the 
werd in Origen against Cebus vill. 22 
[Sade GS ree meade Tatra aeGvwegieg ta 


wsot Tey cap’ pity Kupiacar, TOU 
wae YA, F THE Tevryoarife . . .|, and con- 
cedes that there may be many more places, 
but this does not modify his opinion, nor 
its adoption by his successor Dr. Todd. 


It may be well to cite the testimonies from_ 
Ignatius [ad Magnes. 9, Baste caBSari- 


forrec, GAG card evoraxiy Sway Zarrec | 
and Treneus [in the Questt.ad Orthod. in 
the works of Justin Martyr, 115, ed. Otto, 
vol, Hi., p. 180 f, rd gy ry evprary pq 
slimy yore, cduGedéy fete Tie avacra- 
oseg .... de ray arosroluay & yodvwr 
} reeetry cvpp@ca Mas rv apynr, 
aloe yoy 6 naxaouoc Blonvatog . . éy 
Te Tsoi rod wacya AOyy, sy g méurnrar 
rai i ripe WevTycoarije, vy od KAivo- 
mer youn, ixady toodevanst Ty apéo 
THE Kverace ar THY pnbsicay weet 
adrie airiay]: whence it is i- 
ble but that the word Slab eee 
in Treneus. Mr. Elliott, Hor. Apoe. iy, 
307 note, has pointed out that the Peschito 
renders obs ferry cugiacdy dstrvor gaysty, 
1 Car, xi, 20, “not as befitteth the day 
of the Lord ye eat and drink” [Etheridge ], 
which is an interesting proof of the early 
usage. This chronological objection being 
disposed of, and the matter 2) taken on its 
own merits, it really is astonishing how 
any even moderate Greek scholars can 
persuade themselves that the words can 
mean that which these Commentators 
maintain. They must be bold indeed who 
can render dyercuyny dy rredpare iv, “ T 
was transported by the Spirié [or, in 
spirit] inéo,’—in the face of ch. iv. 2: 
kvotacy augoa, “the day of the 
Lerd's coming,” in the face of the BB 
of a Single precedent, and of the universal 
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CA 2 , > > oy, \ > 
Finntic eXaXee per euov’ Kat ° emoteebac elOov ETTa 
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‘Avyviag ~ Xeveac, 13 

g ver. 7. h Zzcu. iv. 2, 11. 


Rey. here &e. & ch. xi. 4. 
1ch. ii. 1. iv.6. v.6. vi. 6. xxii. 2. 


Oe ye f , \ \ 
Kat eveoroepa BaAégwewv THY * pwr ont at 
xiii. 16. Acts 
xvi. 18 al. 
® des , cr e Vin i A Num. xxi.33. 
at EuMEow TwY [erra | Avy voy £ see, Erk. 
iMatt.v.15. Luke viii.16. xi.38. Heb. ix. 2 only, exc. 
k Rey, passim. elsewhere 2 Tim. ii. 20. Heb, fe 4 Gaavealy, 


12. aft Ist wav ins exec B rel: om AC f m n 34-5-6. (38. 40, e sil.) rec (for 
ake) chadnoe, with 116. 33: Aadee A: txt CB rel vulg Iren-lat Andr Areth, shady 
A (Tisch follows C B al in editing tov here, ver. 17, &c; but, from the con- 
stant confusion between e and v, it need hardly be considered a various reading at all.) 
18. rec ev peow: txt AC. rec aft twy ins exra, with B rel vulg Andr-coisl 
Areth Bede: om AC n 12. 38(Bch). 46 am! syr-dd copt «th arm Iven-lat Andr Cypr 
Ors. (The word may have been either repeated mechanically or omitted for elegance.) 


aft Avyvwy ins rwv xpvowy m 34-5 vulg(not tol) eth Andr-coisl. 


usage of the early Church. No such ren- 
dering would ever have been thought of, 
nor would it now be worth even a passing 
mention, were it not that an apocalyptic 
system has been built upon it. 

What Drs. M. and T. say of the art. 77 as 
making for their sense, is really past com- 
prehension: as it is, that Dr. T. should 
call it the emphatic article. I need 
hardly remind students that it is in this 
connexion any thing but emphatic, being 
merely designative, as in éy ry onpepoy 
jpépg, Acts xx. 26; rH txopéivy ijpéog, 
ib. xxi. 26; [év] rq éoxary npéog, so often 
used by St. John in his Gospel. One 
day being known by the name cupiakn, 
any thing happening on it would be de- 
signated ordinarily as happening éy rq «xv- 
PlLaKy NmEpg, ey TY Hmepg TY Kupracy, or, 
as 7péoa is one of those nouns which fre- 
quently loses its article, éy rpépg cvoracg. 
In either case, the meaning, as far as the 
sense of kuptak7 is concerned, is precisely 
the same. Nor does either the art., or the 
use of the word kupiaxy by Chrys. in that 
sense [? I have not been able to find it], 
make it probable that Haster Sunday is 
meant): and I heard a voice (ref. Kzek.) 
behind me (cf. Isa. xxx. 21), great as of 
a trumpet, saying (the trumpet is the in- 
strument of festal proclamation, Num. x. 
10; John ii. 15, &c.: accompanies divine 
manifestations, Exod. xix.19 f.; Joel ii.1; 
Matt. xxiv. 31; 1 Thess. iv. 16. The 
similarity to the sound of the trumpet 
here was in the loudness and clearness of 
the voice: see also ch. iv.1. From this 
latter it appears that this voice was not 
that of our Lord, but of one who there 
also spoke to the Apostle. Diisterd. re- 
marks that the édzicw pov leaves an inde- 
finiteness as to the speaker), What thou 
seest (the present carries on the action 
through the vision now opening,—“ what 
thou art seeing”) write (forthwith : aor.) 


into a book (the prep. of motion gives the 
transference from the writer to the docu- 
ment), and send to the seven churches, to 
Ephesus, and to Smyrna, and to Per- 
gamum, and to Thyatira, and to Sardis, 
and to Philadelphia, and to Laodicea (for 
all particulars respecting these churches 
see the Prolegomena, § iii.). 

12—20.] Tue Vision, in which our 
Lord appears to St. John, and the com- 
mand is repeated. 'This vision is the in- 
troduction, not only to the messages to the 
churches, but to the whole book: see fur- 
ther on ver. 19. 12.] And I turned 
about to see the voice which was speaking 
with me (the voice, the acting energy, being 
used for the person whose voice it was, 
WTts, giving the force of qualis ; of what 
sort it was which was speaking, &c.) : and 
when I had turned about I saw seven 
golden candlesticks (Avxvia is a word re- 
pudiated by the Atticist writers. So 
Phrynichus, App. p. 50, Auxviov" ot dua- 
Osic aird Avxviay Kadodor: and Eusta- 
thius, p. 1842, 26, Naprrijpec Aéyer dc voy 
ot ayporixoi Auxviag paoiv, &p wy dgdEc 
Ketevar avdrrovra. It is found in 
Philo, Josephus, and Lucian. See Lo- 
beck’s Phrynichus, p. 313 note. It is the 
vessel containing the Advyvoc : better there- 
fore rendered candlesticks than lamps, 
which gives more the idea of the light it- 
self. The seven golden candlesticks are 
[united in one Avyvia] part of the furni- 
ture of the tabernacle, Exod. xxv. 31 ff. 
Again, in ref. Zech., we have the Avyvia 
xovoy An with its seven Adyvo. Here 
there are seven separate candlesticks, typi- 
fying, as that one, the entire church, but 
now no longer bound together in one out- 
ward unity and one place. ach _ local 
church has now its candlestick, to be Te- 
tained or removed from its place according 
to its own works) : 13,] and in the 
midst of the [seven] candlesticks one 
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like to the Son of Man (i. e. to Christ: 
see John v. 27. I will not deny that the 
anarthrous use of this title may mark out 
less sharply our Lord himself than the use 
with the articles ; but in N. T. Greek we 
should be no more justified in rendering 
vidc avOpw7ouv in such a connexion as 
this, “a son of man,” than rvedvpa Oe0d, 
“a spirit of God.” That meaning would 
doubtless have been here expressed by rot¢ 
vioig ry avOowrwy. The same remarks 
apply to ref. Dan.), clothed in a garment 
reaching to the feet (see the reff. in Dan. 
and Kzek., which the description and even 
the diction closely resemble. The yirwy 
mrodjone, vestis talaris, was a sign of high 
rank or office: “sunt enim vestes pendulee 
et laxe, apud Persas imprimis, regum no- 
bilium et sacerdotum insigne, cf. Hsa. vi. 
1, Ezek. x. 2:” Ewald. Arethas, in the 
catena, supposes the dress to be that of 
the Melchisedek-priesthood [see also An- 
dreas and Vitr.]; but without reason, as 
De W. shews. Cf. Sir. xxvii. 8, édy 
Sudkyge TO dikawwr, karalnpy kat tvdboy 
abré we mwodnon Odénc), and girt round 
at the breasts with a golden girdle (in 
Dan. x. 5, Gabriel has his loins girt with 
gold of Uphaz. Bengel, and after him 
Zillig and De Wette, suppose a distinction 
—the girding round the loins betokening 
activity, while that round the breast is a 
sign of repose. But Hengst. well observes 
that this would hardly apply: for Christ 
is here in fulness of energy as ruler and 
orderer of His Church. Ebrard seems 
nearer the truth in regarding the higher 
girding as a sign of majesty. But perhaps 
after all the point is not to be pressed ; for 
the angels in ch. xv. 6 are also girt zrepi 
ta orndn. Nor is the golden girdle dis- 
tinctive of regal majesty: for this they 
also bear, ibid. In 1 Mace. x. 8, 9, x1. 
58, the xéomn xypvoy is the privilege of 


the ovyyeveic, or dito. rév Bacirewr, 
not, as is commonly cited, of kings them- 
selves) : 14.] and his head and his 
hairs (were) white like white wool, as 
snow (by the cepadn is perhaps indicated 
the forehead ; not the face, which is after- 
wards described. It is only in colour, not 
in material, that His hair is compared to 
white wool; and the w¢ yy is after- 
wards added to impress this still more. 
The whiteness signifies purity and glory, 
not as Aug. [Expos. ad Galat., ¢c. 40: 
“ quia et Dominus non nisi ob antiquitatem 
veritatis in Apocalypsi albo capite appa- 
ruit”], Vitr., Stern, al., eternity, either 
here or in Dan. vii. 9), and his eyes as a 
flame of fire (so Dan. x. 6: representing 
perhaps, as Vitr., “perspicaciam divine et 
pure mentis, omnia arcana pervadentis.” 
This may be, notwithstanding that Gabriel 
has eyes like lamps of fire im Daniel. 
Though omniscience could not be ascribed 
to him, the figure might be relatively con- 
sistent. But it is perhaps better to con- 
sider these physical details rather as in 
themselves characteristic, than as em- 
blematic of attributes lying beneath them. 
The “fiery eye,” among the sons of men, 
is indicative of energy and power of com- 
mand: so also in the Son of man Him- 
self) : 15.] and his feet were like to 
chalcolibanus (this word has defeated all 
the ingenuity of Commentators hitherto. 
The Vulg. has aurichalewm [or ori-: see 
Cie. de Off. iii, 23. 12, Hor. de Art. poet. 
202'], the Syriac and Arethas, “ brass from 
Lebanon” (1st altern. in catena,—eire 
tov _éy TH AiBavy T@H bot peradrcvope- 
voy], the Arabic “ Greek brass,?—An- 
dreas, and most of the German editions of 
the Bible, a kind of incense so called [2nd 
altern. in catena,—eire cal rov xarKoen 
MBdvwrov vonrtoy, dy iarpdv maidec 
appeva kadovow, wwdec cai adrdoy rupi 
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15. wexvowpevne (erratum ?) AC: wervpwpevw 16. 46. 69 Iren-lat: txt B rel. 

16. om exywy, reading acrepec below, A 41 eth. rec avrov bef yeror, with 
rel: om (as in ii. 1) yetot g 1. 10 vulg arm Andr-p: txt AC Bc fhm 4. 16-7. 32-4-5- 
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épirovvra arpove aroméprovra: Germ., 
Crzweihrauch], on the authority of Anto- 
nius of Nebrissa [in Salmasius (Wetst.), 
6 AiBavog Exe rpia eidn dévdowy, Kai 6 
piv appnyv dvopaterar xadcodjiBavoc, 
nAvoEtONC Kai TUPPdc, Hyovy EavOdc |, who 
understands by the word some superior 
species of frankincense, the so-called ‘ thus 
masculum :’ for in Greek frankincense is 
called X\iBavoc, after the Heb. 732? or 7352), 
from the root ee albus fuit. This writer 
refers to hymns of Orpheus in honour of 
‘Apollo and of Artemis, in which yad«oXi 6. 
occurs in the sense of a costly kind of in- 
cense [but all we find in the titles of 
hymns 7, 19, 21, 65, is A:Bavdpavva, 
possibly a mixture of frankincense and 
manna |, and to Virg. Ecl. viii. 65,—‘Ver- 
benasque adole pingues et mascula thura.’ 
Still it appears somewhat strained to refer 
XadkoXriBavoc or -oy to ‘thus masculum :’ 
for, granted that ‘masculum’ may betoken 
its purity and clearness, how is yaAKo¢ 
accounted for, which looks more like a 
hint at hardness? Besides, incense is not 
burnt év kapivy, in a smelting furnace, 
but in a censer or shallow vessel, and its 
colour while burning is no way observable. 
The interpretation, “brass from Lebanon,” 
does not appear to be tenable, as there is 
no notice of Lebanon ever having produced 
brass of superior quality, such as this from 
the context must be. Suidas interprets it 
thus: yadkohiBavoy, sldog nEcToOU TL- 
putepoy xpvoov. gore O& TO HAEKTPOY 
addbrvToy youcioy peprypévoy ved~ Kai 
Oia. And this, considering that in the 
similar and model passage, Dan. x. 6, we 
have yaA«oc oriABwy [as also in Ezek. xl. 
3], in Ezek. i. 7, tEaorpaarwy xadKoc, 
and in ib. i. 4, 27, and viii. 2, 7jAeKTpov,— 
seems the most likely direction in which 


to find the meaning. Still, as almost all 
Commentators confess, it must remain 
enigmatical, of what the word is com- 
pounded, and to what it precisely applies. 
According to usual analogy, not yaArog 
but AiBavoc is the central idea, and ya)- 
xog the qualifying one, as in yadkdyOn, 
xarKdrOoc, yarkoOncn, &e. But this 
makes the difficulty greater; for we can 
assign no meaning to AiBavoc which would 
fit this requirement. If conjecture were 
admissible [which it is not], I should, in 
despair of any way out of the difficulty, 
suggest whether the word might not have 
been yadrkoABadi, a stream of melted 
brass: AI having been read AI or N. At 
all events this may rank with Hitzig’s con- 
jecture, yadcoc\Bavw), as if they had 
been burnt in a furnace (and so red-hot 
and glowing) : and his voice as the voice 
of many waters (Kbrard sees an allusion 
to the quiet and majestic sound of the sea, 
appealing to ch. xvil. 1 and xiii. 1; but, as 
Diisterdieck remarks, there seems to be no 
such allusion here, but only to the power 
of the voice as resembling the rushing of 
many waters. So Dan. x. 6, 7) gwv) 
avrov we gwyn bxdov: Ezek. xliii. 2, 
where the same expression is found [in the 
Heb., with which agree Vulg., Syr., &c., 
but not LXX], i. 24, where the sound of 
the wings of the creatures is we pwy?) 
bOarog modXod), 16.] And having 
(€x@v, not = cal elyev, but asin ref. St. 
John takes up the description from time 
to time irrespective of the construction, as 
if [De W.] with separate strokes of the 
pencil) in his right hand seven stars (not, 
as Heinr., ov his right hand, as a number 
of jewelled rings, but in his right hand, as 
a wreath or garland held in it. De W. 
well remarks that ¢hés, which is the more 
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9 LXX. 
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tch. ii. 8. xxii.18. Isa. xliv. 6. xlviii. 
Gen. i. 6. 
13,14. Acts ii. 27, from Ps. xv. 10. 


r Mark x.16. Ps. exxxviii. 5. 3 
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s Dan. x.12. Lukei. 13, 30. 


ix. 1. xx.lonly. Isa. xxii, 22. ch. xx. 
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(and in ch. ii. 8 also) (Areth-comm). 
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natural rendering, is also required by the 
symbolism. If the seven churches which 
the seven stars symbolize, were on the 
Lord’s hand as rings, they would seem to 
be serving (adorning ?) Him, and not to 
be the objects of his action: but now that 
He holds them in his hand, He appears as 
their Guardian, their Provider, their Nou- 
risher: and, we may add, their Possessor, 
who brings them out and puts them forth 
to be seen when He pleases. His univer- 
sal Church would hardly be thus repre- 
sented, but only a portion of it which it 
pleases Him to take in his hand and hold 
forth as representing the rest): and out 
of his mouth a two-edged sharp sword 
going forth (cf. Isa. xi. 4, xlix. 2 [@0n«e 
TO oTépa pov we padyatpay déiay |: also 
our ch. ii. 16, and Wisd. xviii. 15. The 
same figure occurs with reference to men 
in Ps. lv. 21, lvii. 4, lix. 7: and Wetst. 
and Schottg. give examples of it from the 
Rabbinical writings. The thing signified 
may perhaps be as in 2 Thess, ii. 8, 6 
dvopoc, Ov 6 KbpLtog Avadwoe TY TED- 
fart TOU oTéuaroc abrov ...: and in ch. 
xix. 21; but clearly we must not exclude 
[as Diisterd.] the attributes of the word 
of God, Heb. iv. 12, Eph. vi. 17. And 
this all the more, inasmuch as 1) here the 
Lord is represented not as taking ven- 
geance on his enemies, but as speaking 
with his own, both in the way of comfort- 
ing and of threatening: and 2) in ch. xix. 
21, where this very sword is again alluded 
to as slaying the Lord’s enemies, His title 
as kaOnpevog émi tov immov is 6 Adyog 
Tov Qsov): and his countenance (not, as 


Diisterd., who wrongly quotes De W. as 
supporting him, general appearance : so 
also Ewald, al. Had this been so, how 
should the Apostle have noted the details 
just mentioned ? for the whole figure of 
our Lord would have been too dazzling for 
him to contemplate. It is natural that 
after describing the eyes, and that which 
proceeded from the mouth, he should give 
the general effect of the countenance. 
And as matter of usage, John xi. 44 is 
decided, being spoken of a person, which 
ib. vii. 24 is not) as the sun shineth in 
his strength (see ref. Judges :—that is, 
when unclouded and in full power: not 
necessarily at midday, but at any time. 
The construction is again broken: we 6 
HA. gaivwy would be the regular con- 
nexion). 17, 18.) And when I saw 
Him, I fell at his feet as dead (the effect 
of the divine appearance : see Exod. xxxiii. 
20; Job xlii. 2; Isa. vi. 5; Ezek. i, 28; 
Dan. viii. 17 ff., x.'7 ff. There is no dis- 
crepancy in this bodily action with the 
spiritual nature of the vision, as De W. 
thinks, either here or in the places where 
similar physical effects are described, ch. 
v. 4, xix. 10, xxii. 8 [Dan. vii. 15]. Diis- 
terd. well remarks in reply, that the éy 
mv. of ver. 10 does not supersede existence 
in the body. Just as dreamers express 
their bodily feelings by physical acts, e. g. 
by starting or weeping, so might St. John 
while in this ecstasy: cf. Acts ix. 3). 
And he placed his right hand upon me, 
Saying, Fear not (see, besides reft., Luke 
ii, 10, Matt. xvii. 7, Mark xvi. 6. These 
places, and the whole character of our 
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19. rec om ovy, with (d?) j 16. 38 Areth: ins AC B rel vss Andr Primas. 


Seu bef pedXee C. 


Lord’s words, shew that the Apostle’s 
falling down as dead was purely from fear, 
not, as Ebrard imagines, as an expression 
of ecstatic love); I am the first and the 
last (reff.: = a and w above: not as the 
semi-Socinian Commentators, Grot., Wetst., 
“summus dignitate ... contemtissimus :” 
it is the eternity of God which is ex- 
pressed—of Him who is before all and 
after all, from and to everlasting), and the 
living One (not = 6 Zworo.wy, however 
true the fact may be; nor here signifying 
alive from the dead : but is the well-known 
attribute of God, the Eternal, not in bare 
duration, but in personal Life. The Zwo- 
zoveiy is included, but the word expresses 
far more. The E. V. is wrong in connect- 
ing these words with those that follow) ; 
and I was (not jy, but éyevouny—l be- 
came: it was a state which I passed into) 
dead, and behold I am alive for ever- 
more (see Rom. vi. 9, Acts xiii. 34. Cav 
eiwi expresses, more emphatically than 
would the simple verb, the residence and 
effluence of life. By this mention of His 
own death and revival, the Lord reassures 
his Apostle. He is not only the living 
One in His majesty, but He has passed 
through death as one of us, and is come to 
confer life even in and through death), 
and I have the keys of death and of 
Hades (I can bring up from death, yea 
even from the mysterious place of the 
spirits of the departed. The figure of the 
keys is often used in this book; see reff. 
Wetst. quotes from the Targum of Jona- 
than on Deut. xxviii. 12, “ Quatuor sunt 
claves in manu Domini,..... clavis vite 
et sepulchrorum et ciborum et pluviz ;” 
and other testimonies of the same kind, 
We have the gates of death as opposed to 
the gates of the daughter of Zion, Ps. ix. 
14; cf. also Job xxxviii. 17; and the gates 
of Hades, Matt. xvi. 16, Isa. xxxviii. 10). 

19,] Write therefore (‘because I 
have vouchsafed thee this vision,—I whose 
majesty is such, and whose manifested 
loving-kindness to thee.’ The connexion is 
better thus than with ver. 11, as some: 
“Now that thy fear is over, write what 
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y plur., 1 Cor. 
x. 6. ch. iii. 
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Winer, edn. 

a Acts xxvi. 22. Isa. xlviii. 6. 


dso John xx. 7. e ver. 12 reff. 


ins 


rec ywveoOa, with A rel Andr-coisl Areth: om k: txt Ca bf 
h 6. 10-1-6. 49 Br (c ? n ?—so Scriv) Andr. 

20. rec (for ovc) wv, with B rel Andr Areth: txt AC 12, 46. 802, 
Gck., ev rn deka A; in dextera vulg Primas. 


for emt THC 


I bade thee,” Hengst. So Aret., who re- 
marks, “exoraore memoriam ledit.” But 
it is very doubtful whether ver. 11 is 
spoken by our Lord at all: see there) 
the things which thou sawest (just now: 
the vision which was but now vouchsafed 
thee), and what things they signify (two 
meanings of & eiotv are possible. 1) ‘the 
things which are, viz. which exist at the 
present time. This has been taken by 
Arethas, Lyra, Corn.-a-lap., Grot., Calov., 
Vitr., Beng., Wolf, Ziill., Hengst., Ebrard, 
Liicke, Diisterd., al. 2) as above, ‘what 
things they |the @ sidec] signify: so 
Alcas., Aretius, Eichhorn, Heinr., Ewald, 
De W. In deciding between these, we 
have the following considerations: a) the 
use of the plural éiciy, as marking off this 
clause in meaning from the next which 
has @ péddee yevioOar. If this latter is, 
sing., why not this? Is it not because the 
pédAee yevéoOar merely signifies the future 
time, in which this latter class, en masse, 
were to happen, whereas this @ eioi im- 
ports, what these things, each of them, 
severally, mean? And b) this seems to 
be borne out by the double repetition of 
eiovwy in the next verse, both times un- 
questionably in this meaning. So that I 
have no hesitation in taking the meaning 
given above), and the things which are 
about to happen after these (viz. after @ 
edec: the next vision, beginning with 
ch. iv., which itself opens with pera ratra 
eidov. I would take yevéoOa: in the sense 
of happening, not in the wide ages of his- 
tory, but in apocalyptic vision: seeing 
that, ratra meaning @ sidec, a present 
vision, & pide yeveoOut will by analogy 
mean the things which shall succeed these, 
i.e. a future vision. Notice, itis not & 
Oct_yevéo0ar as in ver. 1: not the necessity 
of prophecy, but only the sequence of 
things seen) ; 20.] the mystery of 
the seven stars which thou sawest upon 
(held in, and so standing over, as a wreath) 
my right hand (76 pwor. is in apposition 
with @ «idee «.7.A., and governed by 
yeapoy. Lyra interprets the word well, 
“sacramentum stellarum,” i.e. “sacrum 
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rec at exra Avyveat, with mn 17. 49 (d fh 137 Br, e sil) copt Andr: at Avyvia exra 
80-3-5: txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd Areth.—ae era Avyriae at exra [Avyveae] EKKAN- 


ovat evcovy 38, the 2nd Avy» is erased. 


rec adds ag «dec, with n 10-7. 49 (adfh 


37. 41 Br, e sil) copt Andr: om AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth Cypr Primas. 


secretum per ipsas significatum :” see reff.), 
and the seven candlesticks of gold (elliptic 
construction for ‘and the mystery of the 
seven candlesticks, &c.).—The seven stars 
are [the] (the prefixed predicate dyyedou, 
though on that account wanting the ar- 
ticle, is rendered definite by the definite 
gen., ray émr. tcx., which follows) angels 
of the seven churches: and the seven 
candlesticks are seven churches (the im- 
port of the dyysedoe has been much dis- 
puted. Very many Commentators take 
them for the presiding presbyters, or 
bishops, of the churches. So Primas., 
Bede, Joach., Lyra, Alcas., Corn.-a-lap., 
Ribera, Bossuet, Beza, Grot., Calov., al. m. 
So also Vitr., Whitby, and, with some mo- 
dification, Hengst. This view is variously 
supported. It derives probability from the 
analogy of the vision itself, in which, seeing 
that the candelabra represent the churches 
themselves, existing vessels containing 
much light, the stars, concentrated sparks 
of light, should represent some actually 
existing persons in or connected with the 
churches. Again it is supported by our 
finding that throughout the seven Epistles 
the angel is treated as representing and 
responsible for the particular church. But 
before we pass on to the other great sec- 
tion of interpretation, we may at once 
dismiss those forms of this one which 
make dyyéAocg the ideal representative of 
the governing body [as Hengst.], or an 
ideal messenger from the church [as 
Ebrard], or a proleptic idea of the office 
of Bishop, not yet instituted, as Rothe, or, 
in short, any idealism at all. As the é«- 
kAnoia is an objective reality, so must the 
dyyedoc be, of whatever kind. This con- 
sideration will also affect the current of 
interpretation which takes the angels to be 
the churches themselves. So Andreas and 
Arethas [in Cat.,—dyyeXov rijg ’Edécou, 
Thy tv avrg éxxdyoiay Eye. ov yap 
6 Moocrarmy dyyedog rpaprhKet, Wcre 
Oeiy acovoat petavonoor, 6 Ov aywrnra 
éy ry Oki Tov Kupivv UmdpxwY adoro 
Oy ..... Tig O& Kai xpsia yodpay TH 
éy ry Oekig@ rod diaeyomévov mapdytt; 
«.7.A.| The second line of interpreta- 
tion is that which regards the dyyedoe 
as angels, in some way representing the 
churches. In favour of this is 1) the con- 


stant usage ‘of this book, in which the 
word dyyedoc occurs only in this sense: 
2) the further usage of this book, in which 
we have, ch. xvi. 4, the dyyeAoc Tay b0d- 
rwy introduced without any explanation, 
who can be none other than the angel pre- 
siding over the waters: 3) the expression 
of our Lord Himself Matt. xviii. 10, ot 
adyysdo. avr&y év obpavoicg dia ravTo¢g 
BAétxovory rd TOdGwTOY Tov TaTedE pov 


‘Tov éy ovpavoic, coupled with the say- 


ing of the church in the house of Mary 
the mother of John Mark, Acts xii. 15, 
with regard to their disbelief of Peter 
standing at the door, 6 dyys\o¢g abrov 
gory: both asserting the doctrine that 
angels are allotted to persons, and are re- 
garded as representing them: a subject 
full of mystery, and requiring circumspect 
treatment, but by no means to be put 
aside, as is commonly done. 4) The ex- 
tension of this from individuals to nations 
in the book of Daniel, which is so often 
the key to apocalyptic interpretation. See 
Dan. x. 21, xii. 1: an analogy according 
to which there might well be angels not 
only of individuals, but of churches. 5) The 
fact that throughout these Epistles, no- 
thing is ever addressed individually as to 
a teacher, but as to some one person re- 
flecting as it were the complexion and 
fortunes of the church in a way in which 
no mere human teacher or ruler could. 
That there is no exception to this in ch. 
ii. 20, see maintained in note there. 

6) To the objection advanced in the com- 
ment of Arethas above, od yap 6 moo- 
orar@y ayysdog paoTHKe xK.7T.r., the 
reply may be made, with advantage to 
this interpretation, that there evidently is 
revealed to us a mysterious connexion be- 
tween ministering angels and those to 
whom they minister, by which the former 
in some way are tinged by the fates and 
fortunes of the latter. E. g., in our Lord’s 
saying cited above, the place of dignity 
there asserted of the angels of the little 
children is unquestionably connected with 
the character of those whose angels they 
are: and it cannot be following out such 
a revelation too far to say that, if some of 
the holy angels are thus and for this rea- 
son advanced to honour, others may be 
similarly, and for the opposite reason, 
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Ezek, iii. 11 


h = ch. vii. 1. 


? a ay 3 , a e \ a ca 
QUTOV, O TEOLTATWY EUMEGW TWY ETTA AuXviwy TWY YOU- ich. i. 18 ref 
, © 


, 2 nt \oo \ oA & Nos oe 
OfWY, Oida Ta épya ooOU Kal TOV KOTOV Kal THY U7TO- 


Xxxi. 42. 


k 1 Cor. iii. 8. 


1= Luke xxi.19al.fr.t (Ps. ix. 18.) see Sir. ii. 14. 


Cuap. II. 1. for re, rw (so also A in wv. 8, 18: mechanical repetition of termina- 


tions preceding) AC: rw rn¢ 36: txt B rel Andr Areth. 


rec (for ev epeaw) ede- 


owne (with none of our mss): epsciwy 38: epecou 16, efecw 36: txt AC B rel vulg 


spec syr-dd copt Andr Areth. 
rel: txt AC. 


rec ev peow: txt AC. 


rec yovowy, with X B 


2. rec aft cozroy ins cov, with N B rel lips-6 copt Andr Areth: om AC h n 10-2-7-8- 


placed in less honour and relatively dis- 
graced. That this idea is found expressed 
in the Rabbinical writings [see in Wetst. | 
is a mark of the further development of 
the truth which seems to have been 
first revealed to Daniel. 7) It will be per- 
ceived that this interpretation does not lie 
under any of the objections stated above 
as idealizing that which ought to be an 
objective reality. For it contemplates the 
angels of the churches as really existent, 
not as ideal beings. It is only when this 
latter is the case, that those objections can 
apply. 8) It will also be perceived, that 
both the circumstances, which were cited 
as making for the former interpretation, 
tell equally for this: viz. a) that just no- 
ticed, the actual existence of these persons 
in or belonging to the churches, and b) 
the fact that in the Epistles the angel is 
treated as representing and responsible for 
the particular church. So that I 
cannot but regard this second view as far 
the more likely one. It has been taken 
by Origen, Greg.-Naz., Jerome, Andr., 
Areth. [in Catena: holding as above, the 
churches themselves to be virtually meant, 
inasmuch as the angel himself could not 
need repentance, &c.: but never doubting 
that by dyyedor the angels are meant], 
Wetst., Ziillig, Wahl, Bretschneider, Bleek, 
De Wette [see above ], al. The attempt 
to defend the interpretation of ayyeAor as 
bishops by the analogy of the 13 mw, le- 
gatus Heclesia, in the synagogue, appears 
to be futile, inasmuch as that officer held 
quite an inferior place, in no way corre- 
sponding to a bishop, or any kind of presi- 
dent of the church. I may also notice, 
that the weight laid by Brightmann, al., 
and recently by Ebrard, on the omission 
of the art. before @yyeXou is worth nothing 
[see the rendering above]. Such a sen- 
tence as Ebr. suggests in case dyyeXor 
had been definite, ot tr. dor. ot dyyedou 
ray te. etoiv, could hardly be written in 
Greek : it would have stood siciy oi ayy. 


tov écxkrX. The fact, that each succeeding 
epistle is addressed t6 GyyéA@ rijc iv 
-... éekAnoiac, should have guided Com- 
mentators aright in this matter. As 
regards the symbolism, stars are the sym- 
bols of the angels of the churches, in- 
asmuch as angels are beings of light, Heb. 
i. 7 [from Ps. civ. 4], where see note; 
Job xxxvili. 4, where they are called the 
morning stars. The same symbolism is 
used in the prophets of Lucifer, the day- 
star, the son of the morning, Isa. xiv. 
12 ff., who would exalt his throne above 
the stars of God, ib. ver. 18; Rev. xii. 4, 
9. See also Luke x. 18. That stars are 
also used to symbolize earthly authorities, 
is what might be expected from the very 
nature of the symbol, and should never 
have been alleged here as a reason against 
the literal interpretation of dyyeXou. 

The churches themselves are represented 
by candlesticks, agreeably with the uni- 
versal symbolism both of the prophetic 
and evangelic Scriptures. Cf. Prov. iv. 18 ; 
Isa. lx. 1, 3; Matt. v. 14,16; Luke xii. 
35; Phil. ii. 15). 

Cu. II. 1—III. 22.] Tue Epistixs to 
THE SEVEN CHURCHES. Views have con- 
siderably differed respecting the character 
of these Epistles, whether they are to be 
regarded as simply historical, or historico- 
prophetical, or simply prophetical. The 
point on which all, I presume, will be 
agreed is, that the words contained in 
these Hpistles are applicable to and in- 
tended for the guidance, warning, and en- 
couragement of the whole Church Catholic, 
and its several parts, throughout all time. 
The differing interpretations will here be 
only briefly alluded to. An account of. 
them will be found in Vitringa, Apoca- 
lypsis Johannis, &e. pp. 27—58: and (but 
scantily, as most interpreters pass over 
them but slightly) in the introductions to 
the principal Commentaries. 

Before commenting on each individual 
Epistle, I would notice the similar con- 
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n=Matt.vil. +5 \ e ’ \ al ST of » 
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xvi.12. Acts 


an Gen” 3 éBacracac cua 0 dvoma frou kat ov °* kexomlaKes. 
mie 4 avr ‘yw * kata cov OTL ™my “ ayarny cov THY Tew 
ght ony “apnkac. ©” pvnwoveve ovv molev * wéwtwKac, Kal 
Pe han. aaAets vi. 13, ch. xxi.8 only, Prov. xxx. 9. r see above (n). absol., here only. 5s = Matt. 


i. 28. bniv.6. 2Kings xvii.2. Jer. xvii. 16. tyv, 14,20. (Matt. v.23. Mark xi. 25, but w. Te. 
ater 35.) Pe e gen. subj., 1 Cor. xvi. 24, Phil.i. 9. Col. 1.8. Philem. 5, 7. ver. 19. v= Matt. 
xxiii. 23. Rom. i. 27. w = Acts xx. 81. Eph. ii. 11. ‘ch. iii, 8, Exod. xiii. 3. x = Rom. xi. 
11, 22. 1Cor.x.12. Prov. xxiv. 16, 


9. 36-7. 46-9 vulg syr-dd arm Andr-a.—om rat roy korrov e k 30. kat emetp. ] om 
cat A copt.zth-rom Cassiod: ins C B rel vss gr-lat-ff. rec e7reoacw (with none of 
our mss): evetkacag Br: txt AC B rel Andr Areth. rec (for Ney. Eav. az.) 
paccovrac evar atooroXovg (with none of our mss): txt AC B rel vulg Andr Areth. 
—aft az. ins evar B rel: om ACN? 18. 25. 

3. rec transp ¢Bacracac and vmoporny eyxerc, with 10-6-7. 38. 49 (Br, e sil) Andr: 
om Kk. v7op. exere 83 (84-5, e sil): om kat eBacracac 37: txt ACN B rel vulg syr-dd 
copt Andr-coisl Areth Aug Primas.—aft eyere ins rar OAupece tacag N'.—aft eBacracacg 
ins pe 16. 45-6. rec ins cat bef dua, with (92 ?): om ACN B rel. rec (for 
Kat OV KEKOTLAKEC) KEKOTLAKAG Kat OV KeKuNnKac (with none of our mss): KEKoTLaKag kat 
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4. for adv’, adda NBabcedfghjlm10. 30. 46 Br. 


TowTny cov ayarny A. agpnyrec C. 


for T. ay. 0. T. TP, 


5. rec exmerrweac, with h]n 10-7 (16. 37. 49 Br, e sil) Andr, excideris vulg some- 


struction of all. This may be thus de- 
scribed. Each Epistle contains, 1. A com- 
mand to write to the angel of the particular 
church. 2. A sublime title of our Lord, 
taken for the most part from the imagery 
of the preceding vision. 3. An address 
to the angel of the church, always com- 
mencing with ofda, introducing a state- 
ment of its present circumstances: con- 
tinuing with an exhortation either to re- 
pentance or to constancy: and ending 
with a prophetic announcement, mostly 
respecting what shall be at the Lord’s 
coming. 4. A promise made to 6 vier, 
generally accompanied with a solemn call 
to earnest attention, 6 éywy od¢ «.7.A. 
1—7.] Tur EristLe 10 THE CHURCH 
At Epuesvus. To the angel of the church 
in Ephesus write: These things saith he 
that holdeth fast (cf. ch. ii. 25, iii. 11 
the seven stars in his right hand (ef. 
John x. 28), He that walketh in the 
midst of the seven candlesticks of gold 
(assertions of Christ’s being the Lord, the 
Governor and the Upholder of His Church, 
agreeably to the vision of ch. i.: coming 
in suitably in this first Hpistle, as begin- 
ning the complete number): I know (am 
aware of: not as Lyra, “zd est, approbo.” 
The context determines this to be the fact 
here, but not this word. The éoya might 
be bad ones, see John iii. 19) thy works 
(so in all the Hpistles, except those to 


Smyrna and Pergamum) and thy labour 
(reff.) and endurance (kéros and tropovy 
form the active and the passive sides of 
the energizing Christian life. The omis- 
sion of the cov after roy Kézroy serves to 
bind the two together in one. They are 
epexegetic, in fact, of goya; cf. 1 Cor. 
xv. 58: these being the resulting fruits of 
Ké7roc and vropovny, see ch. xiv. 13), and 
that thou canst not bear (reff.) wicked 
persons (on caxdc and rovnpdc, see note, 
ch. xvi. 2. These are here regarded as a 
burden, an incubus, which the Ephesian 
church had thrown off. The assertion is 
as yet general: it is particularized in the 


ACBa 
ton, 2. 
4.6.9. — 


, 10-3:6%8 


8-9. 26- 
7. 30-2- 
3-4-5-6- 
7-8. 40- 
1-2-7-8- 
9. 50-1. 
90. Br. 


next clause) and didst try (make experi-— 


ment of, rather than put to the test, which 
is JoxtpaZery, 1 John iv. 1) those who call 


themselves apostles and are not, and . 


didst find them false (this is deeply in- 


teresting im connexion with St. Pauls’ | 


prophetic caution, Acts xx. 28—30. That 


which he foretold had come to pass, but | 


they had profited by his apostolic warn- 
ing): and hast endurance, and didst bear 
(them, while trying them: or perhaps the 
verb is used absolutely) for my Name, and 
hast not been weary (there is a seeming 
inconsistency in ofda roy «émoy cov... 
kai od Kékomiakec, which caused those 
who were not aware of St. John’s use of 
the last word [reff.] to alter the sentence 
as’ in var. readd. “ Novi laborem tuum,’ 
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i, 2. iv. 17 
on Wisd. v. 


Z dat., = ver. 


(eee A fal ? ad 
16 only. 
aAXa TOUTO ee hal Matt xxi. &, 
‘om Zech. 
O ix. 9.) Se 
Winer, edn. 


a= ch. vi. 14 reff. b ch. i. 12 reff, 


c pleonasm, 2 Cor. xii.7. Matt. v.18. Winer, edn. 6, p. 539, § 65. 6: 


lat-ff: txt ACN B rel Andr-coisl Areth Cypr, Pac Primas, -ree X. 


elz aft epyopat 


oo. ins raxv, with B rel harl' syr-dd Andr Areth Primas; Steph rayer, with appy no 
ms: om ACN vulg copt eth Aug Jer Vict-tun. og ldehiy 


nec tamen laboras, i. e. labore non fran- 
geris.” Beng. dvri rod otk amexaoré- 
pPHoag, olovEi, oVK amHYOpEVTAaC, Ov TpO- 
O&dwxac, ove é\trordkryoag Od Tb dvoua 
pov. Areth. in Catena). Howhbeit I have 
(nothing need be supplied: the following 
clause is the object to éyw) against thee 
(reff.) that thou hast left (deserted; or 
let go: see reff.) thy love which was at 
first (towards whom? Arethas, in Cat., 
understands rijv mpdc Tove TANCIoY Yop- 
nytay: Grot. similarly, “multum remisisti 
de prima illa cura cirea pauperes :” Calov., 
“sedula cura et vigilantia cum fervore ac 
zelo pro verbi divini puritate adversus 
pseudoprophetas ;” Kichhorn, strangely 
enough, “quod nimis morose et severe 
coerces improbos doctores:” Heinrichs, 
De Wette, and Ebrard think it is brotherly 
love which is meant. But there can I 
think be little question that the language 
is conjugal, and the love, as Aretius, 
Ansbert [“casti sponsi dilectionem ab- 
jecisti”], Vitringa, Ziillig, Hengstenb., 
Diisterd., Stern [but applying it all to the 
bishop personally], al., the first fervent 
chaste and pure love of the newly-wedded 
bride: cf. Jer. ii. 2. THY TpeTHv 
must not be taken as if it were compara- 
tive [ priorem ], but literally. In what 
particular the Ephesian church had left 
her first love, is not stated. Perhaps, as 
Ansbert, “ dilectione seeculi estuabat :” or, 
seeing that it is negative, rather than po- 
sitive delinquency which is blamed, the 
love of first conversion had waxed cold, 
and given place to a lifeless and formal 
orthodoxy). Remember therefore whence 
thou hast fallen (the first fervour of love 
is regarded as a height, from which the 
church had declined. The Commentators 
cite Cic. ad Att. iv. 16, “non recordor 
unde ceciderim, sed unde resurrexerim”), 
and repent (quickly and effectually, aor.) 
and do the first works (the works which 
sprung from that thy first love: those 
resume); but if not, I [will] come to 
thee (a strong ‘dativus incommodi: = 
ézi os, ch. iii. 83. Not Christ’s final com- 
ing, but his coming in special judgment is 


here indicated), and will move thy candle- 
stick out of its place (i. e. as Aretius, 
“efficiam ut ecclesia esse desinas :” see the 
fulfilment noticed in Prolegg. § iii. par. 7. 
Some take it too vaguely, as Ewald, “gra- 
tiam et benevolentiam meam tibi detra- 
ham :” others, as Grot., misled by their 
acceptation of the first love [see above ], 
‘‘efficiam ut plebs tua alio diffugiat, nempe 
ad ea loca ubi major habetur cura pau- 
perum :” others again, going quite wrong 
owing to a fancy that the Epistle is ad- 
dressed to the dishop, “tollam a te eccle- 
siam, ne illi ultra preesideas;” so Zeger, 
al. Koppe and Heinrichs give a moditica- 
tion of the true meaning which is hardly 
justified: “primariam episcopatus sedem 
Epheso aliorsum transferam”’), if thou do 
not repent (shalt not have repented; i. e. 
by the speedy time indicated in the pre- 
vious aorist). 6.] Notwithstanding, 
this thou hast (this one thing: there is 
no need to supply ayaQ6v or the like: of 
what sort the rovro is, is explained by 
what follows. We may notice the tender 
compassion of our blessed Lord, who, in 
his blame of a falling church, yet selects 
for praise one particular in which His 
mind is yet retained. Thisis for our com- 
fort: but let us not forget that it is for 
our imitation also. peratd rdv \uTnody 
TiOnot Kai Ta mpd¢ EvOvpiay ayovTa, iva 
fo) TH mepiscorépg AUTH KaTaTwoOy Ta 
Tie éxkAnotac. Areth. in Cat.) that thou 
hatest the works (“non dixit Nicolaitas, 
sed facta: quia persone sunt ex charitate 
diligende, sed eorum vitia odio sunt ha- 
benda.” Lyra. It would have been well 
with the church, had this always been 
remembered. ta épya, see below, must 
be referred to the moral delinquencies of 
this sect) of the Nicolaitans (there has 
been much dispute who these were. The 
prevailing opinion among the fathers was, 
that they were a sect founded by Nicolaus 
the proselyte of Antioch, one of the seven 
deacons. So Ireneus [Her. i. 27, “ Ni- 
colaitze autem magistrum quidem habent 
Nicolaum, unum ex vii, qui primi ad dia-~ 
conium ab apostolis ordinati sunt: qui in- 
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discrete vivunt ”], Tertullian [Prescr. 
Her. 46, “alter hereticus Nicolaus emer- 
sit. Hic de septem diaconis qui in Actis 
App. allecti sunt, fuit.” He then de- 
scribes his execrable impurities], Clem.- 
Alex. [in two passages, which are worth 
citing, as I shall presently have to com- 
ment on them: 1) Strom. ii. 20, p. 490 
Potter,—rotodroe d& kai ot PaoKovTEc Eav- 
rodc Nixotdwp ExeoOar drouynpdvevpa Te 
ravdpbe soovrec ex TapaTpomhe TO OEiy 
muoaxpicac0ar TH capKi. ad O pév 
yevvaiog codobey deity édndov tac TE 


Hovde Tac TE éEmOupiac, Kai TH aoxyosu 


TrabTy KaTapapaivey Tag THE capKdG 
Oppde re kal ériBicerc. ot dé etc nOovny 
Todywr dikny éeyvOévrec oloy épuBoiZovrec 
Tp oWpare KaOnduTafovowy : 2) ib. iti. 4, 
p- 522 Potter; epi rij¢ Necoddov phoewe 
Ovadex Oévrec Exeivo TapEEiToper* wWoaiay, 
Oni, yuvaika Exwy obTOC pETa THY ava- 
AnWw tiv Tov swrijpog TedG THY aTo- 
orodwy dvedioOeic Zndorumiay sic péoov 
ayaywov THY yovaika yijpat Ty Bovdo- 
pévy éxétvever’ axddovOoy yao sivai dace 
THY mods rabrny éxeivy TY pwvy TH 
ore tapaypyoacba TH capKi dei |, Euseb. 
( H. E. iii. 29, citing Clem.-Alex., as above |, 
Epiphanius [ Her. xxv., where he gives a 
long account of Nicolaus and his deprava- 
tion and his followers]: so also Jerome 
[dial. adv. Lucif. 23] and Aug. [de heres. 
5], and many other fathers, citations from 
whom may be seen in Stern’s notes, h. 1. : 
also Areth. in Catena, referring to Epiph. 

We have already seen, in Clem.- 
Alex., symptoms of a desire to vindicate 
Nicolaus the deacon from the opprobrium 
of having been the founder of such a sect ; 
and we find accordingly in the apostolical 
constitutions, ot viv WevdWvupor Neko- 
Aatrat are spoken of: and Victorinus of 
Pettau, in our earliest extant commentary 
on the Apocalypse, says, “ Nicolaite autem 
erant illo tempore ficti homines et pesti- 
feri, qui sub nomine Nicolai ministri fece- 
runt sibi heeresin,” &e. Thence we ad- 
vance a step further, and find another 
Nicolaus substituted for the deacon of that 
name. So in Dorotheus [cited in Stern] 
we find him described as a bishop of Sa- 
maria [O¢ érloxomog Lapapsiac yeropevoc 
érepoddEnoey dma Tp Diwwre|. And an 
apocryphal Acts of the Apostles in Fabri- 
cius, Cod. Apoer. N. T. i. p. 498 [Stern], 
speaks of a Corinthian of this name, in- 
famous for licentious practices. We come 


now to the second principal view with 


regard to this sect, which supposes their 9- 


name to be symbolic, and Nicolaus to be 
the Greek rendering of Balaam, ny v3, 
or, Chald., ny vba, ‘perdidit vel absorpsit 
populum.’ Consequently the name Nico- 
laitans — Balaamites, as is also inferred 
from ver. 14. This view seems first to 
have been broached by Chr. A. Heumann 
in the Acta Eruditorum for 1712, and 
since then has been the prevailing one. 
[There is a trace in ancient times of a 
mystical interpretation, e. g. in Haymo, 
gloss. ord., who says, ‘“ Nicolaus, stultus 
populus, id est, Gentiles Deum ignoran- 
tes:” and Ambrose Ansbert, “si a pro- 
prietate ad figuram, ut solet, sermo re- 
currit, omnes heeretici Nicolaitze esse pro- 
bantur: Nicolaus enim interpretatur 
stultus populus.” What this means, I 
am as unable to say as was Vitringa: it 
perhaps arises from thus understanding 
Dy 3, ‘non-populus :’ cf. Deut. xxxii. 21. ] 
But this is very forced, and is properly 
repudiated by some of the best modern 
Commentators : e. g. by De Wette, Ebrard, 
and Stern. [See also Winer, R.W.B. sub 
voce: Neander, Kirchengesch. i. 2. 774 
ff.: Gieseler, Kirchengesch. i. 1. 113 
note.| In the first place, the names are 
by no means parallel, even were we to 
make Balaam, as some have done, into 
Dy bya, lord of the people [’ApxéAaog]: 
and next, the view derives no support from 
ver. 14 f., where the followers of Balaam 
are distinct from the Nicolaitans: see note 
there. And besides, there is no sort of 
reason for interpreting the name otherwise 
than historically. It occurs in a passage 
indicating simple matters of historical fact, 
just as the name Antipas does in ver. 18. 
If we do not gain trustworthy accounts of 
the sect from elsewhere, why not allow for 
the gulf which separates the history of the 
apostolic from that of the post-apostolic 
period, and be content with what we know 
of them from these two passages? There 
is nothing repugnant to verisimilitude in 
what Clem.-Alex. relates of the error of 
Nicolaus ; nor need all of those, who were 
chosen to aid the Apostles in distributing 
alms, have been, even to the end of their 
lives, spotless and infallible. At least it 
may be enough for us to believe that pos- 
sible of one of them, which the post- 
apostolic Fathers did not hesitate to re- 


8. ATIOKAAYYVIS IOANNOY, 


565 
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ian che > > ak zi lod a 
Cwne, O €OTLY EV TW Tapadciow TOU Oeov [nov |. 
’ / 


Miata tay yous sane 
e Ny 2a ot 


Tad Aéyet o} TOWTOC Kal 


Gen. xxviii. 20. g so ch. iii. 21. 


xxiii, 31. ch. xxii, 2 (bis), 14, 19 only. Gun. ii.9, Exod. ix. 25. Xen. Anab., vi. 4.4, 5. 


xxiii. 48. 2 Cor. xii.4only. Gen. ii. 8 & fr. 


vixovvre A. (so also ver 17.) 


ev Xuvovy exxAnolac ypaypov 
0 | éoyaros, 


33. 1 John 
ii. 13. ch. xii. 
ll. absol., 
vy. 11, &e. 
ch. iii. 5, &c. 
xxi. 7. 
fso John v. 26. 
Matt. xiv. 16. 
XXy. 35, 42. 
i= Luke 
k Luke 


ra ee \ 
oc EVEVETO véeKooc 
h Heb, xiii. 10 reff. 
1 ch. i. 17, 18, 


rec (for rw mapadetcw) peow Tov mapadetoov, with 


hm n 10-7. 34-5-6 (16. 37. 49. Br, e sil) copt Andr Areth-comm: txt AC B rel vulg 


syr-dd xth Cypr Orig-lat. (In Gen ii. 9,—A has txt; B, rec.) 


rec om pov, with AC 


n 13 (Mid expr) 36 (26, e sil) Andr: ins B rel vuwlg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl Areth Cypr 


Orig-lat. 


8. for rnc, Tw A (so also vv 1, 18): 6g. 


rec (for ev ouvpyn ExKX.) exkd. omup- 


vawy (with none of our mss): cuypvawy exer. n: txt ACN B rel vss Andr-p-coisl 


Areth Primas Bede.—cpupyns A. 


ceive), which I also hate (this strong ex- 
pression in the mouth of our Lord unques- 
tionably points at deeds of abomination 
and impurity: cf. Isa. lxi. 8; Jer. xliv. 
4; Amos vy. 21; Zech. viii. 17). 

7.] Solemn conclusion of the Epistle. 
He that hath an ear (no fanciful dis- 
tinction must be imagined between the 
singular, and the plural which is found in 
the Gospels [reff.|: nor must we imagine 
with Hengst. that od denotes the spiritual 
hearing or apprehension. We have pre- 
cisely the same use of the sing. in Matt. 
x. 27, 0 ei¢ TO obG AKovETE, KnovbEaTE ei 
Tov Owpudrwy: where the distinction will 
hardly be maintained), let him hear what 
the Spirit (76 mvedpa, speaking in its ful- 
ness, through Him to whom it is given 
without measure, to John who was éy 
mvevpari, in a state of spiritual ecstasy 
and receptivity: ef. John xvi. 13) saith to 
the churches (Ebrard well notices that 
not a colon, but a full stop must be put 
here, as indeed might be shewn from the 
way in which the proclamation is repeated 
in ver. 29 and in ch. iii. 6, 13, 22. It 
directs attention, not to that which follows 
only, but to the whole contents of the 
seven Epistles). To him that conquereth 
(the verb is absolute, without any object 
expressed as in reff. John and 1 John. 
So of Christ Himself in ch. iii. 21), I will 
give to him (the personal pronoun is re- 
peated both idiomatically and for emphasis) 
to eat (i.e. I will permit him to eat: not 
in the ordinary sense of giving to eat: see 
ch. iii. 21, doow airy .... KaBioac) of 
[the fruit of | the tree (see ref. Gen., from 
which the words come: and to suit which 
apparently the words pécw rov have been 
substituted for rq) of life, which is in 
the paradise of [my] God (the way to 
which tree was closed up after man’s sin, 
Gen. iii. 24. The promise, and its expres- 

Vou. IV. 


for mowroc, mpwrorokoc A. (So ch i. 17.) 


sion, are in the closest connexion with 
our Lord’s discourse in John vi., as will be 
seen by comparing Gen, ili. 22, un more 
écreivy THY xXEioa avrov, Kal AdBy ad 
tov EbAou Tig Cwijc, kai Pdyy, cat Cnoerar 
tic Tov al@va,—with John vi. 51, édy ric 
gayy te Tovrov Tov dprov, Snoerat kic 
Tov aidva. But we need not therefore 
say [as Ebrard : so also Calov. | that Christ 
is the tree of life here, nor confuse the 
figure by introducing one which in its 
character is distinct from it. Still less, as 
Grot., is the tree to be interpreted as being 
the Holy Spirit. See, for the imagery, 
ch. xxii. 2, 14, 19. There is meaning 
in Tod Qeod [pov]. The two former words 
as following zapadeicw, come from Ezek. 
xxvill. 13, and set forth the holiness and 
glory of that paradise as consisting in 
God’s dwelling and delighting in it: and 
the adjunct pov [ John xx. 17], if read, con- 
nects this holiness and glory with Him, who 
is ours, and who has every right to make 
the promise in virtue of his own peculiar 
part in God. On the whole image and 
expression, see Schéttgen, h. 1, who ad- 
duces many parallels from the rabbinical 
writings). 

8—11.] Tuer EpistLE TO THE CHURCH 
At Smyrna. And to the angel of the 
church in Smyrna (in accordance with the 
idea of the angel representing the bishop, 
many of the ancient Commentators have 
inferred that Polycarp must have been 
here addressed. Whether this were chro- 
nologically possible, must depend on the 
date which we assign to the writing of the 
Apocalypse. He was martyred in A.D. 
168, 86 years after his conversion, Eus. 
H. E. iv. 15) write: These things saith 
the first and the last, who was [became | 
dead and revived (see ch. i. 17, 18, and 
for this sense of Z7jv, reff. ‘The words here 
seem to point on to as promise in vv. 

Ez 
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5. (see ch. 


iii. 18. 2 Cor. vi. 10.) 
8 = Rom. ii. 28, 29. 

Acts xiii. 2. xv. 36, 1 Cor. vi. 20 (Heb. ii, 16) only. 

xviii. 80. Acts xvi.23. Jer. xliv. (xxxvii.) 21. 


qch. xiii.1, &c. Matt. xii. 3lal. Ezek. xxxv. 12. 
t ch. iii.9. Num. xvi.3. Prov. xxi. 16. 


r so John iii. 25. 
u Matt. xiii. 23, Luke ii. 15. 


v so John ix, 40. xvi.17. w Matt. 


9. rec ins ra eoya kat bef r. OAupev (see ver 2 and ch iii. vv 1, 8, 15), with N B rel 
syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth Tich: om AC 19. 47 vulg copt «th Andr-comm Primas Bede. 
rec (for aAAa 7X.) wd. de (with none of our mss) Andr-coisl-comm : txt AC B 


rel Areth. 


B rel syr-dd copt arm Andr-coisl Areth Primas. 


of termination of preceding word) C. 


rec om ¢«, with h n 10-7. 33 (26. 34-6-7. 49. Br, e sil) Andr: ins AC 


covdatwv (mechanical repetition 


10. rec (for pn) pndev, with N rel vulg syr-dd Andr Areth Cypr Primas: txt AC B 


g 38. 49 copt Andr-p. 


hlmn 10-8. 34-5-6 (4. 16. 37. 40-2-9. 51. Br, e sil) Andr. 


for racyew, Taey B 38(Bch) rel Andr-a Areth: txt AC 


aft pov ins On B rel 


syr-dd Andr-p Areth: om AC fk 1 mn 30!-8 (16. 34-5-6-8. 51. 90, e sil) Andr. 
rec (for Baddev) Bade, with Brel Andr Areth: Baddgiv 32: txt AC ae m 12-7-8. 


30!-4-5-6-8(Alf). 90. 92 Andr-coisl—(om 30!: 0 dtaB. bef Badd. g 38.) 


10, 11): I know thy tribulation and thy 
poverty (in outward wealth, arising proba- 
bly from the Otc, by the despoiling of 
the goods of the Christians) ; nevertheless 
thou art rich (spiritually; see reff., and 
James ii. 5,7. To suppose an allusion to 
the name zoXv«aorroc | Hengst. }, isin the 
highest degree fanciful and improbable) : 
and (I know) thy calumny from (arising 
from) those who profess themselves to 
be Jews, and they are not, but [are] 
Satan’s synagogue (these slanderers were 
in all probability actually Jews by birth, 
but not [see Rom. li. 28; Matt. iii. 9; 
John viii. 33; 2 Cor. xi. 22; Phil. iii. 4 
ff.] in spiritual reality; the same who 
every where, in St. Paul’s time and after- 
wards, were the most active enemies of 
the Christians. When Polycarp was mar- 
tyred, we read ray rd mii 0og tOvir re 
kai lovdaiwy ry tiv Spipvay xaror- 
KovvTwy aKnaracxétyp Buu kai peyddy 
gwry éreBda: and afterwards when fag- 
gots were collecting for the pile, padtora 
*Lovdaiwy moo0bpuwe, we Foe avroic, etc 
rovTo brovpyovrvtwy, Mart. Polye. ¢. 12. 
This view is strengthened by the context. 
Had they been, as some have supposed, 
#. g. Vitringa, Christians, called ’loudatou 
in a mystical sense, they would hardly 
have been spoken of as the principal source 
of calumny against the Church, nor would 
the collective epithet of Satan’s synagogue 
be given to them. Respecting the latter 
appellation, see some interesting remarks 
by Dean Trench, N. 'T. Synonymes, § i. 
He brings out there, how é««cAnoia, the 
nobler word, was chosen by our Lord and 


rec «& 


His Apostles for the assembly of the called 
in Christ, while cvvaywyn, which is only 
once found [James ii. 2] of a Christian 
assembly [and there, as Diisterd. notes, 
not with rod Oe0d, but with vudr |, was 
gradually abandoned entirely to the Jews, 
so that in this, the last book of the canon, 
such an expression as this can be used. 
See also his Comm. on the Epp. to the 
Seven Churches, p. 95. See the opposite in 
Num. xvi. 3, xx. 4, xxxi. 16,—ovvaywy?) kv- 
piov). 10.] Fear not the things which 
thou art about to suffer (in the ways men- 
tioned below. & indicates manifold tribula- 
tion, as there): behold for certain (84 gives 
the tone of present certainty and actuality : 
see reff. It is in fact originally no more 
than a shortened form of 767: see Har- 
tung, Partikellehre, i. 245 ff.), the devil 
(Hengstb. after Ziillig, would lay stress 
here on the import of the name of the 
great adversary, as connected with the 
Bracdynpia above. But this again would 
be forced and unnatural, especially after 
the recent mention of caravad. Of 
course it is understood from the context, 
that the devil would act through the hos- 
tility of human agents, and among them 
eminently these Jewish enemies. Trench, 
in loc., remarks on the reference to the 
devil, as the primary author of all assaults 
on the Church, found in the Acts of the 
ancient martyrs: e. g. the Ep. from the 
Churches of Lyons and Vienne: the Mar- 
tyrdom of Polycarp, iii. 17. 19: Martyr. 
Ignat.) is about to cast [some] of you into 
prison (literally : the constant accompani- 
ment of persecution, Acts xii. 3; xvi. 23: 
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TOV TOU OeUTEpOU. 


ch. xii. 11 (2 Mace. xiii. 14). 
iv. 8. Prov. iv. 9 bis. 
6, 14. xxi. 8. 


fver. 7 reff. 
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d=Eph.v.14. James iv. 7. 


John xvi. 33, 


c z d \ , \ 
et Qavatov, “Kat dwow cou tov * orépavon ¥ {on xvi. 88, 


Sir. li. 3. 

Zz Dan. i. 14, 

a Matt. x. 16, 
XXiv. 44, 
Luke xii. 40. 
John xx. 27. 

b = Heb. iv. 12. 

¢ Acts xxii. 4, 

e James i, 12, see 2 Tim. 


g = Luke x.19. ch. vi.6al. Isa. x, 20, h ch, xx, 


for sere, eyere C 


11: eynre A 12(Mill). 36 copt Primas: eZy7e d: txt B rel vulg syr-dd Andr Areth 


Tich Bede. 
Andr Primas. 


not, as Heinr., put for all kinds of misery), 
that ye may be tried (by temptations to fall 
away: not, that ye may be proved,—< ut 
fidem suam inter maxima pericula probare 
eoque consummatam virtutem consum- 
mare possint,” as Ewald. This might be 
the end which Christ had in view in per- 
mitting the persecution: but tva here 
rather gives the purpose of the agent in 
the previous clause, 6 dva@Bodoc): and ye 
shall have tribulation ten days (the ex- 
pression is probably used to signify a short 
and limited time: so in Gen. xxiv. 55; 
Judg. xi. 19; Dan. i. 12: see also Num. 
xiv. 22; 1 Sam. i. 8; Job xix 3; Acts 
xxv. 6. Wetst. quotes Ter. Adelph. v. 1. 
36, “decem dierum vix mihi est familia.” 
So Arethas in Catena, eic d\iyov xpdvoy 
Tovrwy 1 Otc, Kat odd bcorv dé&ka 
jpéoace wapaperpsicoOat agia. And so, 
recently, Dean Trench. All kinds of 
fanciful interpretations have been given: 
so in Gloss. ord.,—‘ Deus suos ad bella 
mittens Decalogo armat ” [another variety 
of which is, “ tribulatio ecclesize durabit 
quamdiu obseryatio preceptorum Deca- 
logi, quod est usque ad finem mundi :” so 
Lyra, altern.] :—“ x diebus, i. e. toto hoc 
tempore in quo per septem dies contra 
tria principalia vitia pugnatur, avaritiam, 
cupiditatem, vanam gloriam.” Similarly 
Ansbert. And again, “ significatur totum 
tempus usque ad finem szculi, eo quod 
omnes numeri sequentes denarium sunt 
replicationes ipsius et partium suarum,” 
Lyra introduces “the year-day principle :” 
—* posset etiam aliter salvo meliori judicio 
exponi, ut per decem dies intelligantur 
decem anni, secundum illud, Ezech. iv. 6, 
‘ Diem pro anno dedi ;? forte tantum du- 
ravit persecutio Smyrnensis ecclesic.” 
This has been taken up by Cluver., in 
Calov., Brightmann, al. Bede, Haymo, 
and Joachim understand it of the ten per- 
secutions from Nero to Diocletian : Perer., 
Ribera, and Corn.-a-lap., “decem, id est, 


neoas B rel Areth: txt ACh1mn 10.7, 34-6 (16. 37. 49. Br, e sil) 


multis, diebus :”” Ambr., “ quia, licet ista 
tribulatio pluribus diebus et mensibus 
duret, decem tamen diebus erit atrocis- 
sima:” and recently Ebrard understands 
the ten days of ten divisions, or periods, 
in the persecution). Be (yivov, not ic, 
see reff.: new circumstances of trial re- 
quiring new kinds and degrees of fidelity ; 
which does not remain as it is, but takes 
accession) thou (it is quite futile to at- 
tempt to distinguish in these Kpistles 
between what is said to the Angel in the 
singular, and what is said to the Church 
in the plural. This is shewn by the former 
part of this verse,—d@ péddgtc Tacyew 
.... followed by é iuev. Only where 
there is occasion to discriminate, is the 
plural used: ef. v. 24 f.: but wherever the 
whole church is spoken of it is in the sin- 
gular, under the person of its representa- 
tive angel) faithful unto (reff. not, “wn- 
til:” but “even unto,” i.e. up to the 
point or measure of: Let not thy faithful- 
ness stop short of enduring death itself. 
Cf. Phil. ii. 8) death, and (reff.) I will 
give thee the crown (tév or., as being 
the well-known prize promised to the 
faithful: as in reff. Trench, in loc., has 
an interesting note on the question whether 
this is a diadem of royalty, or a garland of 
victory : and decides for the former, seeing 
that the orépavoe of ch. v. can only be 
royal crowns,—that the word is employed 
by all the Evy. of the “ Crown of thorns,” 
—and that the imagery of this book is not 
any where drawn from Gentile antiquity, 
but is Jewish throughout) of life (gen. of 
apposition : the life itself being the crown : 
see note, and distinction, on 2 Tim. iv. 8). 

11.] Conelusion ; see above, ver. 7. 
—He that conquereth shall not be in- 
jured (od pj gives great precision and 
certainty to the promise: there is no 
chance [ov] that he should be [py]... - 
See Winer, edn. 6, p. 449 note) by (é« as 
proceeding out of as the source or origin) 
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n Acts i. 8. iii, 15. xxii. 20, ch. xi. 3. see Ps. xxviii. 37. constr., ver. 20 reff. o = Col.iv.16. 2 Tim. iv. 18 al. 


18. rec aft oda ins ra epya cov kat, with B rel syr-dd Andr Areth (: cov bef ra epya 
27): om ACN 38 vulg copt wth Jer Primas Quest. rec ins ka bef ev rac 
npepatc, with AC 51 vulg copt Bede: om & B rel demid syr-dd zth arm Andr Areth 


Primas Quest. 


rec aft nuepare ins ev, with X (d?) 10-7. 34-6 (16. 37. 49. Br, 


e sil) Andr Areth; pov g: om AC B rel yulg syr-dd copt wth Primas Quest. 


om arc (homeotel?) AC: ins & B rel demid syr-dd eth Quest. (raig X'.) 


rec 


6 papruc pov 6 moroc, with NB rel vss: [6] papruce 6 morc, omg pov both times, 12. 
36 (om Ist 6 386): 6 paprug pov 6 morog pou (“ex alliteratione ad mioTw pov.” 


the second death (defined to be, in ch. xx. 
14, 7 Aiwva rod rupdc. In this he shall 
have no part, nor it any power over him). 

12—17.] Tue EPISTLE TO THE CHURCH 
at Prreamum (see Prolege. § ili. 9; 
Trench, p. 106). And to the angel of the 
church in Pergamum write: These things 
saith He that hath the sharp two-edged 
sword (this is the logical order in English 
of the epithet-predicates, rv dicropoy 
tiv okeiav. 1 p.  Oioropog is the sword 
with two edges: and to the whole of this 
is added 1) d&eia. The designation of 
our Lord is made with reference to ver. 
16 below): I know where thou dwellest; 
(viz.) where is the throne of Satan (it is 
not easy to say, what these words import. 
Andr. and Areth. say in the Catena, 6p6- 
vov Tou a. Toy Ilepy. kaki, Wo KarEeidOwdov 
ovoay trip tiv ’Aciay macay, And so 
Vitringa and Bengel. But Vitr. himself 
asks, “an Satanas in illa superstitione 
[ Msculapii cultu] se magis prodidit Per- 
gami, quam in Diane cultu Ephesi ?” 
Grot., Wetst. al., fancy that caravae was 
the serpent form under which the god 
JKsculapius was worshipped at Pergamum. 
But even the fact itself is doubtful ; 
and the interpretation halts, in that the 
text is not 6 O9dv0¢ Tod Spdkovros, in- 
stead of r. caravd. Zornius, mentioned 
in Wolf, h. 1, explains it of the fa- 
mous Pergamene library, and the writings 
of the Sophists therein contained. <A 
more likely direction in which to find 
the solution is that taken by Lyra, “id 
est, ejus potestas, infideles inclinando ad 
persecutionem ecclesiz :” for above, ver. 
10, the act of persecution is ascribed to 
the devil: and here we learn by what 
follows, that he had carried it at Perga- 
mum to the extent of putting Antipas to 
death; which seems not to have been 


reached elsewhere at this time. Whether 
this may have been owing to the fact of 
the residence of the supreme magistracy 
at Pergamum, or to some fanatical zeal 
of the inhabitants for the worship of 
AXsculapius, or to some particular person 
or persons dwelling there especially hos- 
tile to the followers of Christ [Hengst., 
Ewald], must remain uncertain. The 
above view, with unimportant modifica- 
tions, is adopted by De Wette, Ebrard, 
Stern [who combines the others with it], 
Griiber, Diisterd., al—I may remark, that 
it is plainly out of the question to attempt, 
as has been done by some, to connect such 
an expression as this with the prophecies 
of the latter portion of the book, and to 
anticipate for the insignificant Pergamum 
a leading place in their fulfilment. The ex- 
pression is relevant, as the context shews, 
merely to the then existing state of the 
city [670 karoucet below |, and not to any 
future part which it should take in the 
fulfilment of prophecy), and thou holdest 
fast (reff.) my name (the profession of thy 
faith in Me) and didst not deny the faith 
of me in the days of Antipas (or, taking 
the other form of the text, ‘in which An- 
tipas :’ see var. readd. As the shorter text 
runs, and probably also if we read the 
raic¢ of the Codex Sinaiticus, ’Avrizac is 
regarded as indeclinable, which cireum- 
stance has apparently led to all the per- 
plexing varieties of reading) my witness, 
my faithful one (or, if we omit the second 
pov, my faithful witness : the appositional 
nominative, see above, ch. i. 5. A motive 
for its use here may have been the nomi- 
natival form of the gen.’Avrimac. This 
consideration of itself would obviate the 
untenable objection which Diisterd. brings 
against the above account of the con- 
struction, viz. that there is no reason to 
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suppose it to have been used except in the 
case of the Sacred Name, as in ch. i. 5; 
but see Diisterd.’s own text in ver. 20: 
and reff. there), who was slain among 
you, where Satan dwelleth (of Antipas = 
Antipater [Jos. Antt. xiv. 1. 3],—after 
the analogy of Hermas for Hermodorus, 
Lucas and Silas for Lucanus and Silvanus, 
—nothing is known to us with certainty, 
except from this passage. Andreas says 
that he had read the account of his mar- 
tyrdom: “Avrizmac 0é Tic Tobvopa paptus 
éy Ilepyapw yéyovey avdopedraroc, ovmep 
aviyywy 76 papripeoy: and Areth. in Cat. 
Says, 00 Kai TO paprupior éic Ett owLeTat. 
Ribera gives the following account from 
Simeon Metaphrastes: “ Pergami episco- 
pum hune fuisse tradunt, et ejus mar- 
tyrium Metaphrastes Simeon scripsit, qui 
ad extremam eum senectutem pervenisse 
dicit, et cum res Christianorum propter 
Domitiani persecutionem magno in dis- 
crimine versarentur, nullo timore captum 
seepius in publicum prodiisse et inter cru- 
delissimorum tortorum minas intrepide 
sinceram fidei doctrinam ac Christi laudes 
predicasse. Ita Christianis preesidio, de- 
monibus terrori erat, qui ab ipso se fugari 
et sacrificiis suis privari fatebantur. Quare 
a prefecto urbis captus et in Christi con- 
fessione generose persistens ad Dianz tem- 
plum tractus et in bovem sneum, quem 
multo ante igne inflammaverant, conjectus, 
vitam in gratiarum actione precibusque 
finivit. Et tanta (inquit Simeon) pra- 
stitit virtute, ut locus hic ubi martyrium 
pertulit, in hodiernum usque diem mira- 
culis excellat, et magne in eo fiant cura- 
tiones.” The Greek and Roman meno- 
logies contain similar accounts at his day, 
April 11th. It is hardly possible to with- 
hold indignation at the many childish 
symbolic meanings which have been ima- 
gined for the name, in defiance of phi- 
lology and of sobriety alike. First is that 
of Aretius, dyri-rac, the enemy of all, 
i.e. the child of God and enemy of the 
world; which has been taken up by Heng- 
stenberg, who ought to have known better, 
and Antipas identified with the historic 
Timotheus. Such folly would hardly be 
credited, were it not before our eyes :— 
« Sft man bis hieher gefolgt, fo wird man 


edvdage B rel Andr-coisl Areth: txt ACN d mn 18. 34 (87. 40-2, esil). 


e6 nicht zu fin finden, wenn wir die 
Veramtlung aufftellen, das durc) Antipas 
Vimotheus bezeidnet werde. Die beiden 
Namen ‘Furdtegott’ und ‘Gegenall’ 
ftehen in inniger Gorvejpondenz mit ein- 
ander,” &c., Hengst. p. 190. This Com- 
mentator also finds remarkable meaning 
in the way in which the name is written 
in A, Avrewac. Then that of E. Schmidt 
and others, who hold ’Avrizac¢ to be = 
*Avrimama: that of Cocceius, who makes 
Antipas represent the Athanasians, seeing 
that dyrimatpog = iodmarpoc = bpoov- 
croc. I mention such interpretations, to 
shew how far men may go wrong when 
once they surrender their judgment to 
their fancy in search of a mystic sense for 
plain history. On zou car. Karotk., 
see above). 14, 15.| Nevertheless I 
have against thee a few things (not “a 
little matter,” as Luth., Hengstb.; nor 
does éAiya imply that more than one 
matter is blamed, as Beng.: nor is it used 
by litotes, to mean “graviter de te con- 
queror,” as Heinr. and Ebrard ; nor is any 
reference to be thought of to the sins of 
Christ’s people having been removed by 
His atonement, and thus spoken of lightly 
by Him, as Aretius: but is used as a word 
of comparison with the far greater num- 
ber of approved things which remained, 
and is plural, inasmuch as édiyoy would 
refer, not to the objective fewness, but to 
the subjective unimportance, of the grounds 
of complaint; which latter was not so. 
This use of the plural comes under the 
case treated by Winer, p. 158 [§ 27. 2], 
where only one thing is really meant, but 
the writer speaks of that one generically ; 
e.g. TEOynKkaow ot CytovvrTec THY uy. 
rou ma.dlov, Matt. ii. 20, where Herod 
only is meant. And so De Wette and 
Diisterd.) [that (i. e. “namely, that,’ 
Stu introducing the form of the indict- 
ment) | thou hast there (in Pergamum: the 
locality is specified probably on account 
of the description which has been just 
given of it as the place where a faithful 
martyr had suffered unto death) men 
holding (cf. kpateis 7d bv. pou above) the 
teaching of Balaam (8:8ax7v: not simply 
as De W., “doctrine corresponding to the 
character of the advice of Balaam,’’ but 
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16. rec om ovy, with fn 10-7. 36 (h 37. 49. Bt, e sil) vulg syr-dd: ins AC B rel copt 


eeth arm Andr Areth. 


used in strict correspondence with d¢ édt- 
Sacxev following: that which a man teaches 
being his doctrine. And coarety this d.- 
daynv, is to follow the teaching), who 
taught Balak (the dat. seems to be a He- 
braism, 9 1199, Job xxi. 22: so Ewald, 
De W.., Ebrard, Diisterd.: not a dat. com- 
modi, “for Balak” to serve his purpose, 
understanding “men” as an object after 
Edidackev, as Hengstb. Certainly it is not 
expressly asserted in Num. xxxi. 16 that 
it was Balak whom Balaam advised to 
use this agency against Israel: but the 
narrative almost implies it: Balak was in 
power, and was the most likely person to 
authorize and put in force the scheme. 
And so Josephus, Antt. iv. 6. 6, makes 
Balaam on departing call to him réy re 
Bddakoy cai rode dpyovrac roy Madua- 
wry, and give them the advice) to put a 
stumbling-block (properly ccavdadn oor : 
see reff., and a minute investigation of the 
word by Trench in loc. : an occasion of sin) 
before (in the way, or before the face of) the 
sons of Israel, to eat (i. e. inducing them to 
eat. See var. readd.) things offered to idols 
(from Num. xxv. 1, 2, it was not only 
participation in things offered to idols, but 
the actual offering sacrifices to them, of 
which the children of Israel were guilty. 
But seeing that the participation was 
that which was common to both, our Lord 
takes that as the point to be brought for- 
ward: “satis hic habuit Christus id di- 
cere, quod illi Israclitee cum Nicolaitis ha- 
bebant commune.” Grot.) and to commit 
fornication. 15.] Thus thou also 
hast (as well as those of old: not, as the 
Church at Ephesus, ver. 6 [De W.]. “Si- 
cut Balac tenuit doctrinam  pestiferam 
Balaam, sic apud te sunt aliqui tenentes 
doctrinam Nicolai erroneam.” liyra) men 
holding (see above) the teaching of the 


Nicolaitans (the art. though not expressed, 
is in fact, in this later usage, contained in 
the proper name) in like manner (viz. in 
eating things offered to idols, and forni- 
cation. We may remark, 1) that it is 
most according to the sense of the passage 
to understand these sins in the case of 
the Nicolaitans, as in that of those whom 
Balaam tempted, literally, and not mys- 
tically. So Victorin., Andr., Areth., Ri- 
bera, Caloy., Beng., Heinr. [doubtfully ], 
Ewald, De W., Hengst., Ebrard, Diisterd., 
Trench, al. : 2) that the whole sense of the 
passage is against the idea of the identity 
of the Balaamites and the Nicolaitans : and 
would be in fact destroyed by it. The 
mere existence of the etymological rela- 
tion is extremely doubtful [see above on 
ver. 6]: and even granting it,—to sup- 
pose the two identical, would be to destroy 
the historical illustration by which the 
present existing sect is described). 
16.| Repent therefore (Lyra, a-Lapide, 
Tirmus, Bengel, al., joim the preceding 
dpoiwe to this clause, understanding it, as 
well as the church at Ephesus, ver. 5. 
The command is addressed not only 
to the Nicolaitans, but to the church, 
which did not, like that of Ephesus, hate 
them, but apparently tolerated them) ‘( 
but if not, I [will] come to thee (dat. in- 
commodi, see above on ver. 5) quickly 
(here again, though in the common escha- 
tological phrase, not of the Lord’s final 
coming; as indeed the language shews, 
for then He no longer zodeuhoe), and 
will make war with them (the Nicolaitans. 
This making war must not be understood 
as Grotius, “ Prophetas excitabo in He- 
clesia, qui id faciant quod Episcopus neg- 
ligit, et fortiter se opponant Nicolaitis,” 
[similarly Calov.]) with (év, in, as armed 
with or arrayed in: but sometimes in 
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the Rev. it is difficult to trace the proper 
meaning of év, and it seems almost purely 
instrumental: cf. Winer, edn. 6, p. 346, 
§ 48, d) the sword of my mouth (many 
expositors [e.g.,Grot., Wetst., Vitr., Beng., 
Stern, Hengst., Trench, al. | supposean allu- 
sion to the sword of the angel, armed with 
which he withstood Balaam in the way 
[Num. xxii. 23, 31], or to that and the 
sword by which those who sinned in the 
matter of Baal-peor [Num. xxv. 5], and 
eventually Balaam himself [ Num. xxxi. 8], 
were slain: but seeing that the connexion 
with ch. i. 16, is so plainly asserted by our 
ver. 12, it seems better to confine the allu- 
sion to that sword, and not to stretch it to 
what after all is a very doubtful analogy). 
17.] Conclusion. For the former 

clause see on ver. 7. We may notice that 
in these three first Epistles, the proclama- 
tion precedes the promise to him that 
conquereth: in the four last, it follows 
the promise.—To him that conquereth I 
will give to him (see above on ver. 7) of 
the manna which is hidden (on the par- 
titive gen. see ref., and Winer, edn. 6, 
p. 178, § 30.7. c. In this manna, there 
is unmistakeably an allusion to the proper 
} and heavenly food of the children of Israel, 
as contrasted with the unhallowed idol- 

offerings ; but beyond that, there is an al- 

Tasion again [see above on ver. 7] to our 

Lord’s discourse in John vi., where He 

describes Himself as the true bread from 

heaven: not that we need here, any more 

than in ver. 7 [see note there], confuse 

the present figure by literally pressing the 

symbolism of that chapter. Christ’s gifts 

may all be summed up in the gift of Him- 

self: on the other hand, He may describe 

any of the manifold proprieties of his own 

Person and office as His gift. This manna 

is kekovupévor, in allusion partly perhaps 

| to the fact of the pot of manna laid up in 
\ the ark in the holy of holies [ Exod. xvi. 
| 83: ef. our ch. xi. 19: not to the Jewish 


fable, “ Heec est arca quam... Josias ab- 
scondit ante vastationem templi nostri, et 
heec arca futuro tempore, adveniente Mes- 
sia nostro. . . manifestabitur.” Abarbanel 
on 1 Sam. iv. 4, cited by Diisterd.], but 
principally to the fact that our spiritual 
life, with its springs and nourishments, 
KécpuTTat ody TH ypLoT@ év TH Dep, Col. 
iii. 3. See also Ps. Ixxvili. 24; ev. 40. 
The distinction between xexovppévor, re- 
conditum, and «pumréy, occultum, pressed 
here by Trench after Cocceius, does not 
appear to be warranted, further than that 
the participle represents more the ob- 
jective fact, while the verbal adjective 
sets forth the subjective quality), and I 
will give to him a white stone (see 
below), and on the stone (the prep. of 
motion betokens the act of imscribing) a 
new name written, which none knoweth 
except he that receiveth it (the views 
concerning this stone have been very va- 
rious. Bede interprets it “corpus nunc 
baptismo candidatum, tune incorruptionis 
gloria refulgens.” And similarly Lyra, 
“corpus dote charitatis decoratum, quod 
dicitur calculus sive lapillus, quia est ex- 
tractum de terra, sicut et lapis,’ adding, 
“nomen novum, quia tune quilibet beatus 
manifeste et corporaliter per dotes corporis 
gloriosi erit ascriptus civitati ccelestium.” 
But both these are surely out of the ques- 
tion. Some have connected this with the 
mention of the manna, and cited [as 
Wetst., who gives it merely among others 
and expresses no opinion] the Rabbinical 
tradition, Joma 8, “ cadebant Israelitis 
una cum manna lapides pretiosi et marga- 
rite.’ Others again think of the precious 
stones bearing the names of the twelve 
tribes on the breastplate of the High- 
priest, the order for which was contempo- 
rary with the giving of the manna, Exod. 
xxviii. 17; xxxix. 10, and regard this as 
indicating the priestly dignity of the vic- 
torious Christian. So Ewald, Ztulig, Eb- 
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yard: the last remarks, that as the hidden 
manna was the reward for abstaining from 
idol-meat, so this for abstinence from for- 
nication. But, as Diisterd. observes, these 
are never called Wijgor. Again some, as 


Arethas, Grot., Hamm., Hichhorn, Heinr.,° 


have reminded us of the Gentile custom of 
presenting the victors at the games with 
a Wijpoc or ticket which entitled them to 
nourishment at the public expense, and to 
admission to royal festivals. Titus, they 
quote from Xiphilinus, Epit. Dion. p. 228, 
used to cast small pieces of wood [opaiora 
Ebd\wva pucoa | down into the arena, obuPo- 
Nov Eyovra, TA piv 2wOipou TLVdG, K.T.A.5 
which whoever got was to bring cai haBety 
TO émtyeyoappévoy. Hence they regard 
the white stone as the ticket of admission 
to the heavenly feast. But it may be re- 
plied, 1) the feast is mentioned separately 
under the name of the hidden manna: 
and 2) the description of the writing on 
the stone, which follows, will not suit this 
view. Again, others, regarding the con- 
nexion of the white stone with the manna, 
refer to the use of the lot cast among the 
priests, which should offer the sacrifice [so 
Schéttg., quoting the Rabbis]: or to the 
writing a name, at election by ballot, on 
a stone or a bean [so Elsner, and perhaps 
Victorinus, who says, “gemma alba, adop- 
tio in filium Dei” ]: or to the “mos erat 
antiquis niveis atrisque lapillis, His dam- 
nare reos, illis absolvere culpa,” Ov. Met. 
xv. 41. So Erasm., Zeger, a-Lap., Aretius, 
Caloy., Vitr., Wolf, al. Some expositors 
combine two or more of these expositions : 
as De Wette, understanding it as typical 
of justification and election; Bengel; 
Stern, who also notices the white stone as 
the mark of felicity, ““ Hune, Macrine, diem 
numera meliore lapillo, Qui tibi labentes 
apponit eandidus annos,” Pers. Sat. ii., 
and “O diem letum notandumque mihi 
candidissimo ealculo,” Plin. Ep. vi. 11. 3. 
But, as Diisterd. well observes, it is 
against all these interpretations, that no 
one of them fits the conditions of this de- 
scription. Hach one halts in the explana- 
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tion either of the stone itself, or of that 
which is written on it. Least of all, per- 
haps, does the last apply; the verdict of 
acquittal would be a strange reward in- 
deed to one who has fought and overcome 
in the strength of an acquittal long ago 
obtained, 6 Kiptog éxapioaro dpiyv, Col. 
iii, 13. The most probable view is that 
which Bengel gives a hint of [“ scribebant 
veteres multi in lapillis”], and which 
Hengst. [Das hier in Betrackhtfommende 
Moment ift allein das, daB man im Alter= 
thume manches auf fleine Steine fdrieb” | 
and Diisterd. hold, that the figure is de- 
rived from the practice of using small 
stones, inscribed with writing, for various 
purposes, and that, further than this, the 
imagery belongs to the occasion itself only. 
Taking it thus, the colour is that of vic- 
tory, see ch. i. vi. 2; iv. 4; xix. 14. 
The name inscribed yet remains for con- 
sideration. It is in this, as it would be in 
every case, the inscription which gives the 
stone its real value, being, as it is, a token 
of reward and approval from the Son of 
God. But what name is this? not what 
name in each case, for an answer to this 
question is precluded by the very terms, 6 
ovdsic oldev, «.7.A.: but of what kind? 
Is it the name of Christ Himself, or of 
God in Christ? This supposition is pre- 
cluded also by the same terms: for any 
mysterious name of God or of Christ would 
either be hidden from all [so ch. xix. 12, 
Exwv .. . dvona yeyoauppévovy 0 oddsic 
oldev ei py adréc], or known to all who 
were similarly victorious through grace. 
These very terms seem to require that it 
should be the recipient’s own name, a new 
name however; a revelation of his ever- 
lasting title, as a son of God, to glory in 
Christ, but consisting of, and revealed in, 
those personal marks and signs of God’s 
peculiar adoption of himself, which he 
and none else is acquainted with. “If the 
heart knoweth its own bitterness, and a 
stranger intermeddleth not with its joy” 
[Prov. xiv. 10], then the deep secret deal- 
ings of God with each of us during those 
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k (see Heb. xi. 


4, m = John xi. 44, 48, xii.7. Acts xiv.17. Ps. civ.14. (f 
n constr. (see note), ver. 13. ch. fii. 12, ix. 14, xiv.12, Ezek xsiii-7, Woe 


transp muory and ayarny g 51. 90: txt AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff—(om 3rd ryy 88.) 
rec ins kat bef ra ecxara, with 33 (84. 47-8-9. 50. 90, e sil): om AC B rel vss 


gr-lat-ff. 


THY Vropovny | om rny A 36. 


20. rec add’, with C 4. 10-7: txt ABabd gj m13-8-9. 30-3 (84, e sil). 35 Andr- 


coisl. 


rec aft cara cov ins odtya, with 33 (41, esil); moAXa n Andr-a Cypr 


Primas Vict-tun ; wodv 12. 17!. 36. 48 Cypr: om AC B rel vss Epiph Andr Tert. 


om ore agete THY yuvatka [cov] 33. 


aging 34-5, 47 Andr-coisl Areth: agneac & 26. 36 Andr-p 


txt AC B rel Epiph Andr-a. 


times, by which our sonship is assured and 
our spiritual strife carried onward to vic- 
tory, can, when revealed to us in the other 
blessed state, be known thoroughly to 
ourselves only. Bengel beautifully says, 
“<Mochteft Ou wifjen, was Ou flr einen 
neuen Namen befommen wirft? Uberz 
winde! Vorbher fragft Ou vergeblid): und 
hernad) wirft Du in bald auf dem weifjen 
Stein gefchrieben lefen.” Dean Trench, 
in loc., after Zillig, suggests that the 
white, or glistering stone, may be the 
Urim, in which the most precious stone of 
all was covered by the twelve on which 
the names of the tribes were engraved ; 
the writing on which no one knew. The 
Buggestion is one well worth considera- 
tion). 

18—29.] Tur HpistTLE TO THE CHURCH 
at THyatrra. And to the angel of the 
church in Thyatira write: These things 
saith the Son of God (our Lord thus 
names himself here, in accordance with 
the spirit of that which is to follow; ver. 
27 being from Ps. ii., in which it is 
written, ciiptog eimev modg pe Yidg pov él 
ob, onpepoyv yeyévynka ce), who hath his 
eyes a8 a flame of fire (connected with 
ver. 23, éyw@ sips 6 tpevydy veppove Kai 
capéiac) and his feet are like to chalcoli- 
banus (for xaAKoA., see on chet. Lb: 
There is here probably a connexion with 
ver. 27, we Ta CKEvH TH KEPApLKA GUYTPI- 
Bera, the work of the strongly shod 
feet): I know ‘thy works, and (the four 
which follow are subordinated to the éoya 
preceding, as is shewn by cov placed after 
the four, not after each one, The cai 
then is the subordinating or epexegetic 
copula, as in kai yaoi ayTi xapuroc, 
. John i. 16. See Winer, edn. 6, p. 388, 

_ § 58.3, c) the love (aya7n, standing first, 
is probably quite general, to God and 
man) and the faith (general again: not 
= faithfulness, but in its ordinary sense) 


rec (for agetc) eac, with none of our mss : 
: mwo0ec 88; tenes Tert: 


rec om 2nd oov, with CX 116. 35-6-8 (82. 41. Br, 
e sil) vss Epiph Tert : ins A B rel syr-dd Andr Areth Cypr Primas. 
with 33 (16-8. 27. 32-7. 40-1-2, e sil) : txt AC B rel. 


rec ular, 
rec Tny Asyovoay, with N? 


and the ministration (viz., to the sick 
and poor, and all that need it: the na- 
tural proof of dyamn and miorue—ziorie 
ov’ ayamne évepyoupévn, Gal. v.6) and the 
endurance (in tribulation : or perhaps the 
Uropovn toyou ayabod of Rom. ii. 7) of 
thee, and (that) thy last works (are) more 
(in number, or importance, or both) than 
the first (this praise is the opposite of the 
blame conveyed by ver. 5 to the Ephesian 
church). 20.) But I have against 
thee that thou sufferest (agei¢ from dgiw, 
see ref. Ex. and Winer, edn. 6, p. 75, 
§ 15.3) thy wife Jezebel (on the whole, the 
evidence for gov being inserted in the 
text seems to me to preponderate. It 
could not well have been inserted : and 
was sure to have been erased, from its 
difficulty, and possibly from other reasons, 
considering what was the common inter- 
pretation of the dyyedoc. It does not 
create any real difficulty: finding its 
meaning not in the matter of fact at 
Thyatira, but in the history from which 
the appellation "IeZaBéX is taken. In 3 
Kings xx. 25 [1 Kings xxi. 25] we read 
"AxaaB, 6¢ éroaOn rotjoa ro movnody 
évworroy Kupiov, wc méeréeOnkey avroy “Leba- 
Ber H yuvt) atrod: from which text the 
phrase is transferred entire, importing 
that this Jezebel was to the church at 
Thyatira what that other was to Ahab. 
It is not so easy to determine who is, or 
who are, imported by the term, The very 
fact of the name Jezebel being chosen [for 
it is impossible, even were this the actual 
name of a woman, that it should be used 
here with any other than the symbolic 
meaning |, coupled with riyv yuvatca cov 
above explained, takes us out of the realms 
of simple fact into those of symbolism. 
The figure, of “Jezebel thy wife” being 
once recognized in its historical import, it 
would not be needful that an individual 
woman should be found to answer to it: 
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\ oo pares a , \ > r 
21 Kal zowka auTy) : \“Povoyv va METAVONGN), Kal Ov Ore 


> A 


22 idov * BadrrAw 


u = Matt. v. 32. 


t ch. ix. 20, 21. xvi. 11 only. 
i w constr. absol. (see note), 


for cavTny, avTny B 
rec dudackew cat TAavacGat, omg 


1st cat and rove, with (none of our mss) vulg: txt AC B rel syr-dd copt eth Andr.— 


for Ist cas, 7 Br. 
gr-lat-ff. 


rec e0wdoOura bef gaye, with 41 (e sil): txt AC B rel vss 


21. ree om cat ov Oedee peravonoat, with 12-7 (arm): ce. ec wey Heder peravonoat 
88: «. ove nOernoev peravonoat A Primas Vict-tun: txt C B rel vss gr-lat-ff—rec 
aft ex t. Topy. aur. ins Kat ov péravonoer, with (none of our mss) arm(-cay): txt AC 


B rel vss gr-lat-ff. 


22. rec aft Wov ins eyw, with (d?) 33 (34, e sil): om AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff. 


for Baddw, Barw BY. 27. 32-8 vulg-ed copt some-lat-ff: txt AC rel. 


the conscience of the Thyatiran church 
could not fail to apply the severe reproof 
to whatever influence was being exerted 
in the direction here indicated. So that 
I should rate at very little the specula- 
tions of many Commentators on the sup- 
posed woman here pointed out. Dtisterd:, 
recently, remarks that 2) Aéyouca has 
something individual aboutit. So it has: 
but may not this individuality belong just 
as well to the figure, as to the thing sig- 
nified by it P The sect or individuals 
being once concentrated as Jezebel, 2) 
Aéyouca would follow of course, in the 
propriety of the figure. On the whole, 
however, I should feel it more probable 
that some individual teacher, high in re- 
pute and influence at the time, is pointed 
at. The denunciation of such a teacher 
under such a title would be at once start- 
ling and decisive. Nor would probability 
be violated by the other supposition, that 
a favoured and influential party .in the 
Thyatiran church is designated. The 
church herself is represented by a woman : 
why may not a party [compare the Jews, 
who are the cuvaywy? tov catrava of 
ver. 9] within the church be similarly 
symbolized ? However this may be, the 
real solution must lie hidden until all that 
is hidden shall be known. See more be- 
low), who calleth herself a prophetess 
(the appositional nom. again: see reff. : 
and again with an indeclinable proper 
name, asin ver. 13. This clause perhaps 
points at an individual: but there is on 
the other hand no reason why a sect 
claiming prophetic gifts should not be in- 
dicated : the feminine belonging as before 
to the historical symbol), and she teacheth 
and deceiveth my servants, to commit 


for chivny, 


fornication and eat things sacrificed to 
idols (hence the propriety of the name 
Jezebel: for both these were the abomi- 
nations of the historic Jezebel: 2 Kings 
ix. 22, 30 [cf. Jer. iv. 30; Nahum iii. 4]: 
the latter indeed in its more aggravated 
form of actual idolatry, 1 Kings xviii. 19. 
This specification of the mischief done 
shews us that this influence at Thyatira 
was in the same direction as the evil works 
of the Nicolaitans at Pergamum, ver. 14. 
The fact that this was the prevalent direc- 
tion of the false teaching of the day, is 
important in a chronological poimt of 
view: see Prolegg., § iii. par. 6). And I 
gave her time (not, “in my pre-ordination 
of what is to be,” as the aor. in Mark xiii. 
20, but denoting historically that which 
the Lord had actually done, in vain. No- 
tice that’the ageivar, on which depended 
the time given her for repentance, is yet 
blamed in the church of Thyatira as a sin) 
that she should repent, and she willeth 
not to repent of (lit. “out of:” constr. 
pregn., so as to come out of: or the 
peray. itself is regarded as an escape. 
The construction [reff.] is confined to this 
book: we have the verb once with az, 
Acts viii. 22; and the subst. peravoa, 
Heb. vi. 1) her fornication (aropveta is 
here to be taken, as in all these passages, 
in its literal sense. Otherwise, if taken 
figuratively, it would be only a repetition 
of the other particular, idolatry). 

22.] Behold (arrests attention, and pre- 
pares the way for something unexpected 
and terrible), I cast her (evidently against 
her will: but there is not necessarily 
violence in the word: it is the ordinary 
verb for being “cast” on a bed of sick- 
ness: see reff. and Matt. viii. 6, 14) into 
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gudakyy (see ver 10) A. 


peravonoovoiy A. 


vii. 52, 


\ rr 
Kara: ta  Bom-vill. 


Z Rom. viii. 27. a here only. 


b Ps. xxvii. 4. (47r06.) Rom. ii. 6. ch. xx.12. Psa. Ixi.12. Prov. xxiv. 12. 


Eoywv avTne | rec avrwy (re- 


petition of preceding termination), with A j n 17}(appy). 36. 49! arm Andr Cypr 
Primas: txt C B rel am(with fuld harl' lips-5 tol, against demid harl? lipss) syr-dd 


copt Andr-coisl Areth Tert. 
23. om Ist cae A copt. 


a bed (ayri rod, sic appworiay, Areth.: 
will change her bed of whoredom into a 
bed of anguish: see Ps. xl. 3. So most 
Commentators. Perhaps the threat has 
reference to a future pestilence. Bede, 
Lyra, al., understand the bed to be “in- 
fernalis peena,” the latter referring to Isa. 
xiv. 11. Ansbert, curiously enough, “se- 
veritatis vel audaciz lectum,” into which 
God casts his enemies before their destruc- 
tion), and those who commit adultery 
(not now zoprvetorrac, but a more gene- 
ral term, embracing in its wide meaning 
both the ropvevoa and cidwrdOura ga- 
yeiv, and well known as the word used of 
rebellious and idolatrous Israel, ef. Jer. iii. 
8, v. 7; Ez. xvi. 32 al.) together with her 
(ner abriic is not = abthy, so that she 
should be the ‘conjux adulterii,’ but im- 
plies merely participation— those who 
share with her in her adulteries. These 
po.xyetovreg per abrije, as interpreted by 
the tone with which the rebuke began, 
will mean, those who by suffering and en- 
couraging her, make themselves partakers 
of her sin, And this rather favours the 
idea that not one individual, but a domi- 
nant party, is intended. See below) into 
great tribulation (this clause forms a kind 
of parallelism with the former, so that si¢ 
Ori pey. is parallel with ei¢ wdivny. 
But it is not to be regarded as interpret- 
ing «\ivy. Her punishment and that of 
her children [see below] is one thing; 
that of the partakers in her adulteries, 
those in the church who tolerated and en- 
couraged her, another, viz. great tribula- 
tion. This is forcibly shewn by the épywy 
airij¢ following), if they do not (aor.: 
speedily and effectually, shall not have 
done so by the time which I have in my 
thoughts) repent of her (not their: they 
are Christ’s servants who are tampering 
with her temptations and allowing them- 
selves in her works, which are alien from 
their own spiritual life) works, And her 
children (emphatically put forward as 
distinguished from the last mentioned: 
q. d., “And as to her children, &c.” 


epavywy AC: txt B rel. 


kara Ta] omra C. 


These are her proper adherents: not those 
who suffer her, but those who are begotten 
of her, and go to constitute her. Some 
Commentators have vainly dreamt of the 
slaughter of Ahab’s 70 sons, 2 Kings x.: 
but they were not Jezebel’s children. The 
historical figure is obviously dropped here) 
I will slay with (in, but perhaps merely 
instrumental: see above, on ver. 16) death 
(the expression is probably a rendering of 
the Heb. nonin. as in Lev. xx. 10, 
which the LXX render by Oavarw Oava- 
TuvoOwoay, and which there occurs in 
reference to adultery. But we need not, 
as Hengst., suppose a direct reference to 
that passage: for there is nothing of adul- 
tery here: we have done with rodv¢ pot- 
xevovrac per avric, and are come to the 
judgment on ra réxva adric): and all 
the churches (this remarkable expression, 
meaning not, all the Asiatic churches, but 
all the churches in the world till the end 
of time, lifts the whole of this threatening 
and its accompanying encouragements out 
of proconsular Asia, and gives us a glimpse 
into the cecumenical character of these 
messages) shall know (the fanciful Hengst. 
imagines a reference in yywoorrat to the 
false yy@o.g: but in so common and so- 
lemn a formula of the O. T., this must 
surely be out of the question) that I am 
he that searcheth the reins and the 
hearts (which, see reff. is the attribute of 
God: and therefore of the Son of God. 
Cf. ver. 18 above, and note. Grotius 
says, “Per renes intelliguntur desideria, 
ut et Ps. exix. 13, Jer. xii. 2, Prov. xxiii. 
16: per cor, cogitata, 1 Sam. xvi. 7, 1 
Reg. viii. 39 al’ But it seems doubtful 
whether so minute a distinction is in the 
words; whether they are not rather a 
general designation for the whole inward 
parts of a man): and I will give to you 
(‘will render, in My doom of judgment.’ 
The strain of the Lord’s message is sud- 
denly changed into a direct address to 
those threatened) to each according to 
your works (€pya, not the mere outward 
products of the visible life, but the real 
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Dan. ii. 22. 


-os, Rom. viii. 39. xi. 33. 1 Cor. ii.10al. Ps.cxxix.1. Judith viii. 14. 


2. xx. 25,27. James iii. 3 al. 


fsee Mark vii. 33. Jobn xiii. 


for upwy, avrov B 38 vulg(but not am demid harl lips-5) Tert. 
24. rec (for Ist row) eat, with(none of our mss) vulg(ed and some mss): om k 2. 6. 


16-7-8-9: txt AC B rel vss Andr Primas.—om rove Aourorg 92' arm. 


rec ims Kat 


bef o:revec, with 33 vulg-ed Quest: om AC'B rel vss Andr Areth Primas.—om 


[k.] oerevec oun eyy. 41. 


rec Baéy, with e n 36: txt AC B rel. 


rec (for 


Bai\w) Badrw, with B fh n 10. 33 (87. 49. Br, e sil) vulg Primas: Bddw 47: deyo 


41-2: txt AC rel syr-dd Andr Areth. 


acts and verities of the inward man, dis- 
cerned by the piercing eye of the Son of 
God). 24.| But (contrast to those 
addressed before) to you I say, the rest 
who are in Thyatira, as many as have’ 
not (not only do not hold, but are free 
from any contact with) this teaching, 
such as (otrevec, as usual, classifies) have 
not known the depths (deep places, in the 
resolved form) of Satan, as they call them 
(it was the characteristic of the falsely 
named yrdaic, to boast of its Ga@ea, or 
depths, of divine things. Iven. ii. 22. 1, 
speaks of those “qui profunda bythi 
adinvenisse se dicunt :” and ib. 3, “ pro- 
funda Dei adinvenisse se dicentes.” _ And 
Tert. adv. Valent. 1, should by all means 
be read, as admirably illustrating this ex- 
pression. He there says, ‘ Eleusinia Va- 
lentiniana fecerunt lenocinia, sancta si- 
lentio magno, sola taciturnitate ccelestia. 
Si bona fide queris, concreto vultu, sus- 
penso supercilio Altwm est, aiunt.” We 
may safely therefore refer the expression 
ov Eyywoay ta Balsa to the heretics 
spoken of. But it is not so clear to whom 
as their subject the words @¢ éyouow 
are to be appropriated, and again whose 
word rod carava is, whether that 1) of 
our Lord, 2) of the heretics, or 3) of the 
Christians addressed. If we AEyovaty be- 
long to the Christians, then the sense 
will be, that they, the Christians, called 
the Baea of the heretics, the Balsa rod 
carava, and were content to profess their 
ignorance of them. So Andr., Areth., 
Heinr., Ziillig, Ebrard: and so far would 
be true enough; but the sentence would 
thus be left very flat and pointless, and 
altogether inconsistent in its tone with 
the solemn and pregnant words of the rest 
of the message. If w¢ Aéyovor belong to 
the heretics, we have our choice between 
two views of rod carava: either 1) that 
the heretics themselves called their own 
mysteries ra 8. rov caravad. But this, 
though held by Hengst.,—and even by 
Neander, Pf. u. L. edn. 4, p. 619 note, 


as a possible alternative, and recently 
by Trench,—can hardly be so, seeing 
that the words surely would not bear 
the sense thus assigned to them, viz. 
that they could go deeper than and out- 
wit Satan in his own kingdom : and seeing 
moreover, that no such formula, or any 
resembling it, is found as used by the an- 
cient Gnostic heretics: or 2) that the 
@¢ éyovow applies only to the word 
BaGea, and that, when, according to 
their way of speaking, rov @eo0d should 
have followed [ef. 1 Cor. ii. 10], the 
Lord in indignation substitutes rod ca- 
tava. This has been the sense taken 
by most Commentators, e. g., Corn.- 
a-lap., Ribera, Grot., Calov., Wetst., Vitr., 
Bengel, Wolf, Eichhorn, Ewald, De W., 
Stern, Diisterd. And it appears to me 
that this alone comes in any measure up 
to the requirements of the passage, in in- 
tensity of meaning and solemnity, as well 
as in verisimilitude. I need hardly 
remark that the rendering which I am 
sorry to see in Tregelles’s very useful 
little English version of the purer text of 
the Apoc., “how they speak,” is quite 
untenable, In the E. V., “as they speak,” 
is meant to = “as they say:? but for 
“how they speak” [absol.], Nadodow 
would be required), I cast not upon you 
any other burden (it is better, seeing that 
no rovro or ro follows after 7A» below, 
not to carry on the sentence as if ddXo, 
Any ... were closely joined, but to break 
it off at Bapoc: leaving however the wAzjv 
to take it up [see below] by and by. 
And this being so, to what do the words 
refer? There can, I imagine, be little 
doubt as to the answer, if we remember 
some of the expressions used in the apos- 
tolic decree in which these very matters 
here in question, fornication and abstain- 
ing from unholy meats, were the only 
things forbidden to the Gentile converts. 
For our Lord here takes up and refers to 
those very words. In Acts xy. 28, we 
read Edozey yao T@) ayiy wvevpare rey 
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Acts xv. 28. 
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2 Mace. ix. 10 


h = Matt. Luke passim. (not Mark, John, nor Luke in Acts.) Paul in this sense only 


only. 

1 Con. xi. 11 al4. elsw. here only.’ Judg. iv. 9. 
lof Christ, Matt. xxiv. 50|L. John viii. 42. Rom. xi. 26 (from Isa, lix. 20). 

m ver. 7 reff. 

p Heb. vii. 11 only. (séxpe 7-, Heb. iii. 14. €ws 7., 1 Cor. i. 8.) 

Sir. xxx. (xxxiii.) 19. 


reff. 
7,37. 1 John v. 20. ch. iii. 3. 


ix. 8. x. 1. xxviii. 18 al. 


i=1 John ii. 23. v. 12. k= ver. 13 


n ch. i. 3 reff. o ver. 10 reff. 
q Johni.12, v.27. xvii.2. Matt. 
rw. gen., ch. xi. 6. xiv. 18. xx.6 only. (éravw, 


Luke xix. 17.) w.ace., ch. vi. 8. xiii. 7. xvi. 9. xxii. 14. Luke ix.1al. gen. without émi, Matt. x.1. John 


xXvii.2. Sir. xvii. 2. 


25. ayou CN f 33 (84-5, e sil): ewe A 47: txt B rel. 


s generic, as Matt.ix.11. Acts iv. 1. x. 45. 


for ay néw, avoréw B rel: 


txt AC hl mn 10-7-8. 38. 51 (c 6. 26. 30-4-5-6-7. 47-9. BY, e sil). 


jpiv, pydev whéov eritibeo Oar tpiv Bdpos 
TAY THY éravayKec TOUTWY, anEXEDOAL 
sidwro8bTwy Kk. aiparoe K. TrIKTOU K. 
mooveiac. This act of simple obedience, 
and no deep matters beyond their reach, 
was what the Lord required of them. And 
this Baooc resolved itself into keeping the 
faith once delivered to the saints, as en- 
joined in the next sentence. This view is 
taken by Bede (2) [in substance: “non 
ego vobis novam mitto doctrinam: sed 
quam accepistis, servate in finem ;” but he 
does not mention the allusion], Primas., 
Lyra, Corn.-a-lap., Stern, Hengst., Diis- 
terd.—Grot. al. give a more general mean- 
ing, true in part: “jactant illi se rerum 
multarum cognitione ; eam a vobis non 
exigo.” Bengel understands by Bagoc the 
trouble given them by Jezebel and her fol- 
lowers: Ewald, the punishments about to 
befall the heretics, which were not to be 
feared by the Christians: Ebrard simi- 
larly,—they had had enough trouble al- 
ready in enduring Jezebel &c., and should 
not have any share in her punishment: 
De Wette, the burden of previous suffering 
implied in bzopovn; and so Bede (1), 
“non patiar vos tentari supra quod po- 
testis,” and Beza, understanding Bdapoc in 
the sense of “burden,” so often occurring 
in the prophets when they denounce the 
divine threatenings. But to my mind 
the allusion to the apostolic decree is too 
clear and prominent to allow of any other 
meaning coming into question: at least 
any other which sets that entirely aside. 
Others may be deduced and flow from 
that one, which have meaning for the 
church now that those former subjects 
of controversy have passed away): but 
(though not [see above] directly and in 
the same sentence connected with dAXo, 
adxyv distinctly looks back to it‘and takes 
it up. It is, “only:” q.d., forget not 
that the licence just accorded involves 
this sacred obligation) that which ye have 
(cf. ch. iii. 11: not to be restricted in its 
sense to their stedfastness in resisting 
Jezebel and hers, but representing the 


sum total of Christian doctrine and hope 
and privilege; the drat mapadobeica 
Toig ayo. miotig of Jude 3), hold fast 
(the aor. is more vivid and imperative 
than would be the present; it sets forth 
not so much the continuing habit, as the 
renewed and determined grasp of every — 
intervening moment of the space pre- 
scribed) until the time when I shall come 
(the av gives an uncertainty when the 
time shall be, which we cannot convey in 
our language). 26.] And (the an- 
nouncement of reward to the conqueror 
now first precedes the proclamation to 
hear what the Spirit saith to the churches : 
and is joined, here alone, by kat to the 
preceding portion of the Epistle; being 
indeed more closely connected with it in 
this case than in any of the others; see 
below) he that conquereth and he that 
(by the second 6, this kat is precluded 
from being taken as introducing a clause 
merely epexegetical of rue, as Diisterd., 
al. Rather must we say, that by it 6 
Tno®y «.7.’. is included in the class 
pointed out by 6 Kv) keepeth to the 
end (it is remarkable that immediately 
after the words, so pointedly alluded to 
above, in the apostolic decree, Acts xv. 28, 
was added, &£ wy Siarypodtvtes Eavrovc, 
£0 moatere) my works (contrast to ra 
toya avris, ver. 22: but extending he- 
ond that contrast to a general and 
blessed truth. jsov, gen. possess., which 
belong to Me, are the attributes of My- 
self and of mine), I will give to him 
authority over the nations (compare the 
io. eovotay tywy twadvw dé&ka 7o\EwY 
in Luke xix. 17, which is the reward of 
him who obeyed the command zpay- 
paredoaa0e Ewe Eoxowat. The power here 
spoken of is that which shall be conferred 
on the saints when they shall inherit 
the earth, and reign with Christ in His 
Kingdom. It has been gradually realized, 
as the stone cut out without hands has 
broken in pieces other kingdoms; but 
shall only then find its entire fulfilment. 
Various insufficient meanings have been 
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27. cuvroiByoerae B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Primas: ovyrptBorrar 36? : 


txt AC 1 36!-8. 51 (40, e sil) Andr-a. 


28. mzpowor A B. 


Cuap. III. 1. for re, rw B. (Cf ii. 1, 8, 18.) 


given: of which one of the most curious 
is that of Grot., “ Evolvam illum in gra- 


dum presbyteri, ut judicet de iis qui non ° 


christiane sed 29vuc@c vivunt ;’” who also 
understands ver. 27 below of excommuni- 
cation, “per gladium hic intelligitur ver- 
bum Dei, cujus pars est et excommuni- 
catio”), and he shall govern (lit. “shep- 
herd.’ It is the LXX rendering of the 
Heb. nvin, break in pieces, which they 
have taken as Dyn, shepherd, in Ps. ii. 9. 
The saying, as rendered by them, is sanc- 
tioned by being thrice quoted in this 
book, see ch. xii. 5, xix. 15) them with 
(see 1 Cor. iv. 21) a rod of iron (a sceptre 
of severity : “inflexibilijustitia,” as Lyra), 
as the vessels of pottery are broken up 
(ovvrptBetat, are crushed, or shivered, or 
broken up: the avy gives the idea of the 
multitudinous fragments collapsing into 
an heap: the “broken to shivers” of the 
EH. V. is very good), as I also have re- 
ceived from my Father (viz. in Ps. ii. 9, 
in which Psalm it is said vide pov «i ot, 
ver. 7. The power there conferred on Me, 
T will delegate to my victorious servant). 
And I will give to him the star of the 
morning (it is not easy to say what, in 
strict exactness, these words import. The 
interpretations given, even in the Catena, 
are very various and inconsistent. Andr, 
and Areth. understand it of the Lucifer 
of Isa. xiv. 12, i.e. the devil, whom our 
Lord saw as lightning fall from heaven,— 
or, as there imported, the King of Ba- 
bylon, the most powerful monarch on 
earth; so Ziillig. Another meaning in 
the Catena is rdv ird rod Iérpou dex- 
Oévra gwcpopoy év Taig Kapdiate Toy 
misr@y advaté\X\ovra, 2 Pet. i. 19. Vie- 
torinus says, “ Primam resurrectionem 
scilicet promittit.” Primas., Bede, Alcas., 
Corn.-a-lap., Calov., Vitr., Wolf, Beng., 
Stern, Ebrard, understand Christ Him- 
self, who, ch. xxii. 16, declares Himself to 
be 6 aorjo 6 Napmedg 6 rewivdg: and 


doubtless, as has been before remarked on 
the fruit of the tree of life, ver. 7, and on 
the hidden manna, ver. 17, in the mys- 
tical sense, Christ Himself is the sum and 
inclusion of all Christ’s gifts: this truth 
serves to connect the symbolism of all 
these passages, but does not justify us in 
disturbing that of one by introducing that 
of another. Here the morning star clearly 


IT. 27—29. 


is not Christ Himself, the very terms of ) 


the sentence separating the two. Then 
again, we have Lyra,—id est, corpus 
gloriosum dote claritatis refulgens,’— 
nearly the same words in which he before 
explained the white stone, ver. 17, only 
that there it was “charitatis:’ Grot., 
“dabo et fulgorem, non qualis cuique 
stelle, sed Luciferi, qui ceteras stellas 
multum vincit.” And this interpretation 
is probably near the mark. In Dan. xii. 
3 we read that the righteous shall shine 
we ot aoréosc, and in Matt. xiii. 43 that 
they éeAdpPpovowy we 6 HArLo¢c év TH Bact- 
Asia Tov watode a’rdy. And in Proy. 
iv. 18 we read that “the path of the 
just is as the shining light that shineth 
more and more unto the perfect day.” 
Still, this interpretation does not quite 
satisfy the words 860 airq@: unless in- 
deed. the poetic imagery be, that he is 
imagined as clad in the glory of that star, 
putting it on as a jewel, or as a glittering 
robe. De Wette supposes it is to be given 
to him as its ruler: but such an inter- 
pretation would lead into a wide field of 
speculation which does not seem to have 
been opened by Scripture, and is hardly 
required by the passage itself). 29. | 
See above, ver. 7. 

Cu. II. 1—6.] Tun Epistin to THE 
CHURCH AT Sarpis. The Spirit of this 
Epistle is one of rebuke and solemn de- 
nunciation, Even the promise, ver. 5, is 
tinged with the same hue. For the his- 
tory, see Prolegg.—And to the angel of 
the church in Sardis write: These things 
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for avoQavey, amoBadXety B rel (arroBadew h 17. 49. 


Br): amwo0vnocev n 26. 36 Andr-a Areth: txt AC 1m 16. 34-5-8. 


saith He that hath the seven spirits of 
God (this designation of our Lord has not 
before occurred : but as Diisterd. observes, 
it is new rather in form than in sub- 
stance. We have mention in ch. i. 4 of 
the seven spirits which are before God’s 
throne: and we there found occasion to 
interpret them of the plenitude of the 
Godhead in its attributes and energies. 
See, for further elucidation, ch. iv. 5, v. 6. 
These spirits, this plenitude, Christ, the 
Lord of the church, possesses, is clothed 
and invested with, in all fulness. From 
Him the spiritual life of his churches 
comes as its source, in all its elements of 
vitality. He searches all the depths both 
of our depravity and of His own applica- 
tions of grace. He has in his hand all 
the Spirit’s power of conviction. He wields 
the fire of purification and the fire of de- 
struction. Whether the Spirit informs, 
or rebukes, or warns, or comforts, or pro- 
mises, whether He softens or hardens 
- men’s hearts, it is Christ who, searching 
_ the hearts as Son of God and feeling their 
feelings as Son of man, wields and applies 
the one and manifold Spirit. The de- 
signation here has its appropriateness in 
the whole character of this solemn Epistle. 
The Lord of the church comes, armed with 
all the powers of the Spirit; searching 
the depths of hypocrisy, judging of the 
worthlessness of works not done in faith. 
The difficulty of this general attribute of 
Christ, and not any one selected specially 
as applying to Sardis being here intro- 
duced, seems to be best accounted for, 
not, as Ebrard, by the general prophetic 
import of the Epistle, but by the fact 
that the minatory strain of the Epistle 
justifies the alleging the whole weight 
and majesty of the divine character of 
our Lord, to create alarm and bring about 
repentance) and the seven stars (the for- 
mer symbolism [ch. i. 16, 20] still holds 


in all its strictness. Nor have we the 
least right here, as some [e. g. Arethas 
in Catena, and Wetst.], to suppose that 
the stars and the spirits are identical. 
The motive mentioned above would fully 
account for this designation also: The 
Lord of all the churches: He who appoints 
them their ministering angels, and has 
them, and all that is theirs, in His hand) : 
I know thy works, that (there is no need 
of a «ai being inserted: the ru is the in- 
ference from the gpya) thou hast a name 
that thou livest (I need only mention for 
warning the childish fancy, that the 
Bishop of Sardis was named Zosimus or 
Vitalis: so some blamed by Corn.-a-lap. : 
so, with approval, Bengel and Hengst. 
The expression explains itself: see ref. 
Herodot.: thou hast a repute that thou 
livest: art nominally, as we commonly 
now say, Christian), and (the mere copula 
carries the contrast far more vividly and 
pathetically than when it is made rhe- 
torically complete by imserting “yet.” 
The «at is not as Ebrard, “ hebraifirent 
fiir ddAa,” but is common in classical 
Greek, and indeed in all languages, in this 
sense) art dead (spiritually dead: void of 
vitality and fruitfulness: sunk’ in that 
deep deadly sleep which, if not broken in 
upon and roused up, is death itself: so St. 
Paul, Eph. v. 14, éyepe 6 cabeddwy, x. 
advdora and THY VEKNHY, K. EipatioeL ot 
6 xovarde¢: see reff.). Be (ytivov, because 
a change is involved: become what thou 
art not) watchful (we can hardly help in 
English substituting the adj. for the par- 
ticiple ‘‘ watching ;” thereby losing the 
objective vividness of the pres. part., and 
getting instead a subjective attribute of 
character. “Awake and watch” would 
be, in paraphrase, tantamount to the text), 
and strengthen the remaining things, 
which were (the time is transferred to 
that indicated by orjpicov: which were, 
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when thou shalt apply thyself to strengthen 
them) about to die (there is a question 
whether these Aourd are to be understood 
as things, matters in which the Sardian 
church was not yet totally without spi- 
ritual vitality, or as persons, who were 
not yet passed into the almost universal 
death-slumber of hypocrisy. The latter 
view is taken by [Andr., Areth., as re- 
ported in Diisterd. : but not in Catena, see 
below] Calov., Vitr., Eichh., De Wette, 
Stern, Ebrard, Diisterd., Trench, al. And 
there is nothing in the construction to 
preclude the view. But if I mistake not, 
there is in the context. For to assume 
that the Aourot could be thus described, 
would surely be to leave no room for, those 
mentioned with so much praise below in 
ver. 4. Had ra otra not occurred, we 
might have well understood orjpicoy & 
EushAov amwoOaveiy of confirming those 
thy weak members who on account of the 
general deadness were near losing their 
spiritual life altogether : but with ra Aor- 
aad this can hardly stand. We must there- 
fore take the other view,—* strengthen 
those thy remaining few graces, which in 
thy spiritual deadly slumber are not yet 
quite extinct.” And so Andr. and Areth. 
in Catena [I transcribe the whole, by 
which it appears that uédn has been care- 
lessly taken to mean personal members : 
see under the other view above |],—rdv 
Urvov ric PgOupiag dmoriwakdpevoc, Kal 
Tad pédn cov Ta arroOvhocey TEéwe [éd- 
Novra Ov amuoriay ornprsov’ ob yao 1) 
adoxi) Tv ayaQiy tioywy Troy toydrny 
oTEepavot Toy OdKtLov AN’ H ertpovy aXpt 
Tédoue. TO orijptgoy O& oby ate Elon- 
Tat, GAA Td olovEel OTEPPOTOinTOY Kal 
évOvvdpwooy xaraod re dvra kal wpdc 
Tro éTomdrara. &p boov ody mepthel- 
méeTat ool, Boaxéa éemirynoedpard, ono, 
moocOec, tva py) TEAEOY Arroordoye [qu. 
imtordoye | Odvaroy. ravra your pb\akov 
Ta On Covra, éxeiva O& orhprEov ra mpd 
Oavarov On pérovra’ obdiy yap cov THY 
orovdacudrwy mAnotc éoriw' ada ra 
piv réOvneev tn, Ta O& pede :—so also 


Grot., Beng., Ewald, al.) : for I have not 
found thy works (or, without the ra, I 
have not found [any] works of thine) 
complete in the sight of my God (up to 
the mark and measure of being acceptable 
to Him: i. e. not wrought in that living 
faith which alone renders human works 
acceptable to God, by uniting them to 
Him on whom the Father looks with per- 
fect approval. Diisterd. well observes, 
“The express reference to the absolute 
rule of all Christian morality is here put 
the more strongly and strikingly, because 
this church had among men a name that 
she lived.” The pov binds on the judg- 
ment of Him who speaks to that of God). 
Remember therefore how (not subjective, 
“with what manner of reception,” as 
even Diisterd., after many others, but ob- 
jective, “after what sort,’ ‘“quomodo 
institutus fueris,” as Castalio: as otrwe, 
Eph. iv. 20; 1 Cor. xv. 11. Trench 
would unite both) thou hast received 
(perf. : of the permanent deposit of 
doctrine entrusted) and heardest (aor., 
of the act of hearing, when it took place), 
and keep (what thou hast received and 
heardest : pres., of an abiding habit) and 
repent (not pres. now, as the command is 
of a. quick and decisive act of amendment). 
If therefore (the otv is hardly, as De 
Wette, because it is assumed, in the pre- 
sent evil state of the Sardian church, that 
the exhortation will be in vain: far rather, 
as Diisterd. [alt.], Hengst., al., because 
repentance is so grievously needed. And 
it follows on the plain declaration which 
has been made of that present evil state ; 
coming forcibly and unexpectedly, where 
we should rather have looked for dé) thou 
dost not watch (aor.: shalt not have 
awaked and become watchful, before the 
time about to be indicated in the threat 
which is coming), I will come as a thief 


(these words do not here refer to our Lord’s_ | 


final coming, but to some signal judgment 
in which He would overtake the Sardian 
church. Just as the formula derived from 
the great eschatological truth of the sud- 
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denness of His second coming is frequently 
applied to His final judgment in Jerusalem, 
sois it to other His partial and special ad- 
vents to judgment in the case of indivi- 
duals and churches), and thou shalt not 
know (ov py, see on ver. 11 above) at 
what hour (the accus. of the time when 
has been called a Hebraism: so even De 
Wette from Gesenius: or an Aramaism, 
according to Ewald. But it is common 
enough in later Greek, and is only, in its 
first form, a particular case of the accusa- 
tive of measure, whether of space or time : 
see Kriiger, § 46, anm. 1, where he cites 
such common expressions, as ¢& A Oopev Eroc 
Tovti rpirov éic Tlavaxrov, Demosth. : 
Towraydpac rpirny jon npipay érdedn- 
pycev. The change which the construction 
underwent seems to have been that which 
was usual in such cases; it lost its own 
peculiar significance of measure and dura- 
tion, and became used where a mere point 
of time was in question. But even thus 
it finds abundant justification in good 
Greek in such expressions as that in Ho- 
mer, Il. ¢. 111, GAN Ere rot Kai époi Od- 
varog kai potoa Kparay “Eoorra 1 jwe, 
7 O&iAne, 4 pécov pap: in Herod. ii. 2, 
Thy Wony trayivéey opior alyacg: and in 
such accusatives as qjuap, vixra, aoxny, 
réXoc, wuxva, and the like. See also Mat- 
thie, Gr. Gr. § 424, a) I will come upon 
thee. Nevertheless (notwithstanding this 
state of apathy even to spiritual death) 
thou hast (belonging to thee as members. 
Notice, as Bengel remarks, that these few 
had not separated themselves from the 
church in Sardis, notwithstanding its de- 
graded state) a few names (“homines 
nominatim recensiti,” as Vatabl. in Diis- 
terd. See reff. The gloss. interlin. is 
good: “quasi paucos nominatos, i. e., bo- 
nos qui nominatione digni sunt.” The 
term would hardly be used except of a 
Vou. IV. 


limited number. Hengstenb., with his 
usual fancifulness, in which he is here fol- 
lowed by Ebrard, finds an allusion in the 
Exete édtya dvopata to the dvopa éxec 
ort... above. It hardly needs remark, 
that the whole sense and connexion is dif- 
ferent, the stress there on évoua, here on 
éxetc. Besides which, in my judgment 
nothing can be further from the solemnity 
of the passage than the existence of such 
mere verbal allusions) in Sardis, which 
(the peculiar form dvduara carries its 
own gender through the first part of the 
verse ; in the latter part the thing signi- 
fied prevails, and we have détor) have not 
defiled their garments (the aor. is from 
the standing-point of the future day pre- 
sently introduced, as so commonly when 
life is looked back on from the great time 
of retribution. The meaning of the figure 
[which occurs also in Jude 23] has been 
variously given. There can be little doubt 
that the simpler and more general expla- 
nation is the right one: viz., who have 
not sullied the purity of their Christian 
life by falling into sin. So the gloss. in- 
terlin., Lyra, al.m. It seems unnecessary, 
and introducing confusion, to specify fur- 
ther; either the garments as importing 
their flesh [Areth., al.], their consciences 
[Alcas., Tirinus, Grot., Peirus], the robe 
of Christ’s righteousness put on by faith 
[Calov.], the robe of baptismal purity 
[ Ansbert, Bede, Ribera, Corn.-a-lap., 
Hengst.], or again the keeping undefiled 
as consisting in abstinence from contact 
with the dead body of the rest of the . 
church. This last view Ebrard attributes 
to Hengst., but it is not in his exposition 
here. Hecharacteristically finds guoAvvay 
an allusion to Sardes = Sordes): and 
they shall walk with me in white (so, 
not filling up Aevotc, E. V. admirably. 
The supply, twarios, a below, ver. 5: 
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= John xii. 42. Rom.x.9,10. Job xl. 9 (14). 
g ch. ii.7 reff. 
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fso Luke xv. 10. ch. xiv. 10. see Isa. lii. 10. 


for wepBarerrat, mepBadXrerae 


none of our mss): txt AC B rel Andr Areth.—(homeotel, avrov 1st and 2nd, n 27.) 


where see note. The white here is not to 
be identified with the undefiled garments 
which they now wear: it is a new and 
glorious hue of victory: see ch. vi. 113 
vil. 9; xix. 8. The allusion which 
Schottg., Vitringa, al., have imagined, to 
their priesthood,—because when a judg- 
ment was held by the Sanhedrim on the 
priests, those who were condemned were 
clothed in black, while the blameless wore 
a white robe,—seems, like so many of 
these rabbinical illustrations, to be far- 
fetched, and to spoil the simplicity of the 
passage. An allusion to Zech. iii. 3 ff. is 
far more obyious. et’ nod, in remark- 
able accord with our Lord’s prayer in John 
Xvii. 24, marep, ode déidwkde por Oé\w iva 
Sov eiul yw, Kawéivor Gow per epov: 
see also Luke xxiii. 43) for they are 
worthy (the aéorne¢ here is found in the 
terms of the sentence itself. They have 
kept their garments undefiled ; they of all 
others then are the persons who should 
walk in the glorious white robes of hea- 
venly triumph. Exactly thus in ch. xvi. 
5, 6, alua... s&éxeay, wal aia abroic 
Edwkac reiv’ déol eiow. To dream of 
any merit here implied, is not only to 
miss, but to run counter to the sense of 
the whole saying and situation. The ovd« 
éuddvvay is only explained by ch. vii. 14, 
Exduvay Tag orodac adra@y cai édkebcavay 
évy r@ aivare rod dpviov: and as Vitringa 
excellently says, “ Dignitas hic notat pro- 
portionem et congruentiam, que erat inter 
statum gratie quo fuerant in terris, et glo- 
rie quam. Dominus ipsis decreverat. esti- 
mandam ex ipsa lege gratie”’), He that 
conquereth, he (the reading otrwe, found 
in so many MSS., seems to have arisen 
originally in the very usual confusion of o 
and w, and then to have been retained, 
from not being altogether without mean- 
ing ; “thus,” i.e. as those first mentioned. 
But this would be dpoiwe, not obrwe) 
shall be clad in white garments (the con- 
cluding promise takes the hue of what 


had gone before, and identifies those just 
spoken of with these victorious ones): and 
I will not wipe out his name out of the 
book of life (this again takes its colour 
from the preceding. Those who have a 
name that they dive, and are dead, are ne- 
cessarily wiped out from the book of life: 
only he whose name is a living name, can 
remain on those pages. Here again the 
Rabbinical expositors have gone wrong in 
imagining that the genealogical tables of 
the priests are alluded to. Far rather is 
the reference to the ordinary lists of citi- 
zens, or of living members of any body or 
society, from which the dead are struck 
out. So Wetst., citing Dio Chrys. Rhod. 
xxxi. p. 336 ¢, drav Onpocia riva déy Tov 
Todkitayv aoOaveiy én’ adienpartt, 706- 
TEoov TO dvopa abrov tEadsigerar. And 
Aristoph. Pac. 1180, rode piv éyyoagor- 
TEC NOY, TOUC T. dvw TE Kal KaTW saXei- 
povrec dig 4 Tpic. Thus they whose 
names have been once inscribed in this, 
book, whether by their outward admission’ 
thto Christ’s church in baptism, or by 
their becoming living members of Him by . 
faith, if they endure to the end as His sol- 
diers and servants, and obtain the victory, 
shall not, as all His mere professed mem- 
bers shall, have their names erased from 
it. The figure itself, of the book of life, 
is found as early as Exod. xxxii.32 f. See 
reff. for other places) : and I will confess 
his name in the presence of my Father 
and in the presence of his angels (see 
Matt. x. 32; Luke xii. 8, both of which 
are here combined, cf. Luke ix. 26; Mark 
viii, 388. The promise implies that in the 
great day the Judge will expressly ac- 
knowledge the name thus written in the 
book of life, as belonging to one of His. 
Cf. ch. xx. 15; xxi. 27; also Matt. vii. 
23 [xxv. 12], where He repudiates those 
whom He knows not). 6.] See 
above, ch. i..7. 

7—18.] Tur Eristtr ro THE CHURCH 
AT PHILADELPHIA. It has been remarked, 
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that this Epistle bears a tinge throughout key of David (i.e. He that is the Heir and 
of O. T. language and imagery, correspon- Lord of the abiding theocracy, as Diisterd. 
dent to the circumstances of the church In Isa. xxii. 22, it is said of Bliakim son 
as connected with the Jews dwelling there. of Hilkiah, dwow abr@ riy Kkdsida otkov 
For the history, &c., see Prolegomena. Aaveid izi rp Spy adrod, kai dvoite cai 
And to the angel of the church in ov« éorat 6 drocXéiwy Kai KXEion Kai obK 
Philadelphia write: These things saith fgorat 6 dvoiywy: which is manifestly the 
the Holy One (as opposed to the suy- passage here incorporated into the Lord’s 
aywynh tov carava below; not with re- message: and the sense is, that whatever 
ference to Christ’s High-priesthood, as inferior degrees there may be of this power 
Vitr.: nor as Kichhorn and Heinr., “le- of opening and shutting the church [= ~ 
gatus divinus:” but expressive of moral the house of David, with reference to the 
attribute), the true One (it is doubtful false Jews below], the supreme power, the 
whether the distinction between add\n@ird¢ one true key, belongs to the Lord Christ 
and aAn@ne, which lies on the surface in alone. It is hardly justified, and serves 
ordinary usage, can be held firmly, on but little purpose, to attempt to set upa 
thorough examination of the places where distinction between rijv KAéiv rot Aaveid 
the word occurs in the N.T. Itis not here, and ryyv «dsida oikov Aaveid inl. ec. 
easy for instance to justify the meaning [so Hengst., Ebr., Diisterd.: see the idea 
« genuine,” “answering fully to its name,’ well refuted in Vitringa.] The key is the 
in passages like John vii. 28: and more same in both cases: but the One possesses 
experience in the habit of later Greek to it as his own by right, the other has it 
break down the distinctions of derivative merely entrusted to him; laid on his 
nouns has shaken me in the assertion of shoulder. Some mistaken views have 
this meaning wherever the word occurs. been: “potestatem aperiendi intellectum 
Here, it would certainly appear as if it Scripturarum,” Lyra, so also Primas., 
were chosen to declare an attribute of our Bede, Zega, al.: that Aaveid should be 
Lord opposed to the Aeydyr. Kai oe Taped, or Twpe9, and that our words 
siow add\a Wetdovrat below. Not that mean the same as ch. i. 18, éyw ra¢ Krkic 
the meaning genuine would be out of place rod Oavdrov kai rot géou [Wolf]. This 
in such a connexion: but that where dAn- idea is quite distinct from that, and is 
Ouvdc is used absolutely, of a person, the closely connected with ver. 8, where the 
two meanings, genuine and truthful, run- » reference is entirely to the Church of God 
ning up into one head of ¢ruth, we must and success in God’s work. The same 
not in later diction press the one subor- Lord of all has the keys both of the prison 
dinate meaning as against the other. See and of the palace; but these words refer 
for the distinction, which, however, is too to the latter alone. Cf. on the whole 
exclusively pressed, Trench, N. T. Syno- _ sense, Matt. xvi. 19), who openeth and 
nymes, § viii. The senses here to be avoided _ no one shall shut, and shutteth (the con- 
are,—6 dAnO@e dytoc, as Corn.-a-lap. and struction is altered to the direct from the 
Grot., thus losing the word altogether ;— participial; as in Amos v. 7, 6 motwy etc 
the real Messiah, in reference to the re- og «pipa, cai _ Sueatoohyny sig yaniv 
jection of Him by the Jews, as Hengst. é@nxev. This is said to be Hebraistic [De 
and Diisterd.; He that bears the truth, as W.]: but such irregularities are not con- 
the High-priest the Urim and Thummim, fined to any particular language) and no 
Snrwow c«. adnGeav, LXX, Exod. xxviii. one shall open (these words are to be 
30; so Vitringa: “promissis suis stans,” taken not merely of the power of Christ 
as Ewald and Ziillig), He that hath the to forgive sins, but generally, as indeed 
QQ2 
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2 John 4. ch. xi. 9. h. 
Col. iv. 16. ch. xiii. 12, 16, Eccl. iii. 14. 
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the next verse requires. Christ only has 
power to admit into and exclude from His 
kingdom ; to enlarge the work and oppor- 
tunities of His Church, and to contract 
them): I know thy works (these words 
stand by themselves; not, as De W. [so 
also Ewald and Bengel], as connected 
with Ort pucpay x.7r.d. below, the inter- 
vening sentence, idod.. . abrny, being 
considered parenthetical. They are 
words of comfort and support-to the 
Philadelphian Church): behold I have 
given before thee a door opened (i. e. have 
granted, in my possession and administra- 
tion of the key of David, that a door 
should stand opened. For the construc- 
tion, see ref. The door is variously un- 
derstood : by Lyra, al. [see above on v. 7] 
as “ostium apertum ad scripturas intelli- 
gendas:” by Areth., as rijy eigodoy mode 
anédavow: by Bengel, as an entrance 
into the joy of thy Lord and so to an 
uninterrupted progress in all good ; Hich- 
horn and Heinrichs, “aditus ad me tibi 
patet,” in the merely superficial sense of 
“bene tibi cupio :” most expositors take 
it to mean, as in 1 Cor. xvi. 9; 2 Cor. ii. 
12; Col. iv. 3 [otherwise in Acts xiv. 27], 
an. opportunity for the mission work of the 
church. And this appears to be the true 
sense here, by what follows in ver. 9, pro- 
mising conversion of those who were now 
foes. This connexion, which lies in the 
context itself, is made yet plainer by the 
idod dédwna... idod Sidwut... idod mat- 
How. évadmridv oov, because the course 
is naturally forward), which no one is 
able to shut (i/, redundant: see reff.) : 
because (not, as Vitr., etiamsi: Stu gives 
the reason of what preceded; the Lord 
will confer this great advantage on the 
Philadelphian church, because ...) thou 
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hast little power (not as E. V. “a little 
strength,” thereby virtually reversing the 
sense of -the words: puxpdy éxerc Ody. 
importing “thy strength is but small,” 
and the E. V. importing “ thow hast some 
strength,” the fact of its smallness vanish- 
ing under the indefinite term “a Little.” 

The meaning of this prxpdv must 
not be assigned as Lyra, “ quia non dedi 
tibi gratiam miraculorum, sicut multis 
aliis episcopis illius temporis, reeompensavi 
tibi intellectu sacrarum scripturarum ex- 
cellenti” [see above], but it must be 
understood, as most Commentators, to 
have consisted in the fewness of the con- 
gregation of Christians there: possibly 
also, as Hengst., in their poverty as con- 
trasted with the wealth of their Jewish 
adversaries), and (using that little well) 
didst keep my word and didst not deny 
my name (the aorr. perhaps refer to some 
time of especial trial when both these 
temptations, to break Christ’s word and 
deny His name, were put before the 
church). Behold, I give (not, to thee, as 
Hengst., nor can we render it by“ patiar” 
as Wolf: the sense is broken off in the 
following clause, and the didwpe resumed 
by iSod womjow abrode iva: see reff. in 
both places) of the synagogue of Satan 
(see on ch. ii. 9, where the same expression 
oceurs of outward Jews who were not real 
Jews), who profess themselves to be Jews 
and they are not, but do lie,—behold I 
will make them (this aitovs is put as the 
object of the preceding verb rather than as 
the subject of the following, as in oidapev 
rovrov, 760ev éoriv, not by a mere attrac- 
tion of grammar, as usually represented 
[even in Winer, edn. 6, p. 551 f. § 66. 5], 
but in the strictest logical propriety, abrodg 
being the object on which the action in- 
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dicated by the preceding verb is exercised) 
that they shall come (for tva aft. zor. and 
for the fut. indic. after iva, see reff.), and 
shall worship before thy feet (so in Isa. 
Ix. 14, “the sons also of them that afflicted 
thee shall come bending unto thee : and all 
they that despised thee shall bow them- 
selves down at the soles of thy feet: and 
they shall call thee the city of the Lord, 
the Zion of the Holy One of Israel.” See 
also Isa. xlix. 23; Zech. viii. 20—23. 
These passages are decisive against the 
sense given by Corn-a-lap., “significatur 
summa fidelium devotio, reverentia et sub- 
missio erga ecclesiam ejusque prelatos. 
Hee enim adoratio procedit ex apprehen- 
sione excellentia prelatorum plusquam 
humane et minus quam divine :” a sense 
unknown to Estius and the better R.-Cath. 
expositors. Areth. in the catena says well: 
Tovrove ovyv mpocdpapetoOat ob Kara 7d 
TUXOV, AANA pEeTa TOANC Tijg VEppornrog 
kai suvroibig pnot TovTO ydp aivirrerar 
TO 1p0¢ Tove T60ac mpocKUYHCAaL, Kai ty 
éoyarotc édtoOar TeTAaY Oat Tig ExKAnoiac, 
povoy rov pépovce elvat Tijg éxKAnoiac 
akwOjvat, wc cai AaBid domacrac pnow 
6 roogyrne, “tekeLaunv mapappimreioOar 
ik T@ olkw TOU DEod prov, pahAov 7 oiksiy 
pe év oknvopact TOY apapTwrov”’), and 
that they may know that I loved thee 
(the English idiom requires, “have loved 
thee :” but the aor. has its propriety, re- 
ferring as it does to the time preceding 
that in.which they shall do this. Diisterd. 
takes it as used of that great proof which 
Christ gave of His love by dying for His 
church, appealing to the same aor. in Eph. 
v. 25; Gal. ii. 20; 1 John iv.10, 11. But 
thus we lose the especial reference to the 
particular church which seems to be in- 
volved in the recognition. It is the love 
bestowed on the Philadelphian church, in 
signalizing its success in the work of 
Christ, that these converted enemies shall 
recognize. lLyra’s explanation is curious 
and characteristic,—“ quia ego dilexi te, 
promovendo non solum ad fidem catho- 
licam, sed etiam ad episcopalem digni- 
tatem’’). Because thou didst keep the 
word of my endurance (the Adyo¢ preached 
to thee, enjoining that doporvn which be- 
longs to Me and mine, see ch.i.9. pov 
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belongs to bzopovijc alone, not to the 
whole rév. A. THe va. as Diisterd., Winer 
[edn. 6, p. 212, § 34. 3, b], al. Such a 
construction would, I conceive, be inde- 
fensible : certainly all the places which are 
quoted as for it, are against it: viz. ch. 
xiii. 3; Col. i.18; Heb. i. 3. Had it been 
so here, I should have expected roy Aéyor 
pov Tic Viroporyc), I also (I on my side: 
the «af expressing reciprocity. And this 
reciprocity depends, in its form, on the 
close juxtaposition of the uropori¢e pov 
and «ay, which is materially interfered 
with by referring pov to the whole sentence 
and resolving r7¢ Uroporye into a mere 
epithet: see above) will keep thee (ce 
emphatic and prominent) from (é«, from 
out of the midst of: but whether by a- 
munity from, or by being brought safe 
through, the preposition does not clearly: 
define. Nor can the distinction which 
Disterd., al., attempt to set up between 
Tnosiy é« and r+. aad, be safely main- 
tained. In comparing John xvii. 15, od« 
tpwr® iva dogo abrod¢e tx Tov Kdopov, 
GAN iva THpHoys abrove &« Tov wovnpod, 
with James i. 27, typetv tauroy domtdov 
Grd Tov Kdopov, it is not easy to see 
that the former implies passing scatheless 
through the evil, while the latter imports 
perfect immunity from. This last we may 
grant: but is it not equally true in the 
other case? Rev. vii. 14, éoy. é« rife OAD., 
which they cite on their side, is quite dif- 
ferent : the local meaning of é« being made 
decisive by the local verb goyecOa) the 
hour of temptation (the appointed season 
of sore trial, Tov weiacpov, of the well- , 
known and signal temptation. But the 
article cannot be expressed in English, be- 
cause it would unavoidably become the 
antecedent to “which” following) which 
is about to come upon the whole world 
(the time imported is that prophesied of in 
Matt. xxiv. 21 ff, viz. the great time of 
trouble which shall be before the Lord’s 
second coming. As such, it is immediately 
connected with Zoyouar ray following), 
to try them that dwell upon the earth 
(see ch. viii. 13, &c., as in reff., where the 
expression applies to those who are not of 
the church of Christ. In this great trial, 
the servants of Christ shall be kept safe, 
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11. rec ins wou bef goxouat, with n 36 eth Bede: om AC B rel am(with tol &e, agst 


demid fuld lipss) syr-dd copt gr-lat-ff. 
12. om ex’ avrovy Cn: ex avr 36. 


ch. vii. 8. The trial of the retoaopdc will 
operate in two ways: on the faithful, by 
bringing out their fidelity; on the un- 
faithful and unbelieving, by hardening 
them in their impenitence, see ch. ix. 20, 
21, xvi. 11, 21. The expositors have 
in many cases gone away from this broad 
and obvious meaning here, and have sought 
to identify the doa méetopacuod with va- 
rious periods of trial and persecution of the 
Church: a line of interpretation carrying 
its own refutation with it in the very terms 
used in the text. Thus Grot. understands 
it of the persecution under Nero; Lyra, of 
the future increase of that under Domitian, 
which was raging as the Apostle wrote: 
Alcas., Parzeus, al., of those under Trajan: 
Primasius and Bede, of the troubles which 
should arise on account of Antichrist, 
which is nearer the mark. Andr. and 
Arethas give the alternative: 7 roy éai 
Aoperiavod dwypoy Aéyet, OevTEQOY bvTa 
peta Néiowva we EboétBioc iorupet 6 Map- 
pirov, Ore ai adrdc 6 ebayyehuoTiig tic 
tiv Warpov in abvrov rov Aopetiavon 
karecpiOn, % Ti)y éri ouvrereia TOU alwyvog 
énd Tov ’Avrixpiorov Kard yourriavar 
Eoomévny TayKdopoyv, avatpovyrog rods 
xXplroTiavodc). 11.] I come quickly 
(these words, which in different senses and 
with varying references form the burden 
of this whole book, are here manifestly to 
be taken as an encouragement and comfort 
to the Philadelphian church, arising from 
the nearness of the Lord’s coming to re- 
ward her; cf. roy arépavdy cov below) : 
hold fast that which thou hast (8 éyets, 
in the language of these Epistles, imports 
any advantage, or progress in grace, 
already possessed ; cf. ch. ii.6, rodro Eye, 
drt... This is regarded as a treasure, to 
be firmly grasped, as against those who are 
ever ready to snatch it away. In this case 
the 5 éyétc¢ was a rich treasure indeed: cf. 
vy. 8, 10), that no one take (snatch away : 
but here the figure stops: it is not for 
himself that the robber would snatch it, 
but merely to deprive the possessor. So 


AaBetv rhy cionvyny ée Tic yi, ch. vi. 4. 
The idea of the robber taking it for himself 
must, as De W. remarks, have been ex- 
pressed by ndeic dAdo) thy crown (ref.). 

12.] The reward of the conqueror. 
He that conquereth (for the pendent nom., 
see ref.) I will make him a pillar in the 
temple of my. God (i.e. he shall have a 
fixed and important place in the glorified 
church hereafter. That this, and nothing 
referring to any honour or dignity in the 
church militant [so Lyra, Aretius, Grot., 
Wetst., Schéttg., al.], or in that as leading 
on to the church triumphant [so Vitr., 
Corn.-a-lap., Stern, al.] is imtended, is 
manifest from the whole diction of this 
passage, as well as from comparing the 
corresponding promises, which all refer to 
the blessings of the future state of glory. 
It is no objection to this view, that in the 
heavenly Jerusalem there is no temple, 
ch, xxi. 22: but rather a corroboration of 
it. That glorious city is all temple, and 
Christ’s victorious ones are its living stones 
and pillars. Thus as Diisterd. well re- 
marks, the imagery of the church militant, 
1 Cor. iii. 16 ff.; Eph. ii. 19 ff.; 1 Pet. 
ii. 5 ff, is transferred to the church 
triumphant, but with this difference, that 
the saints are no longer the stones merely, 
but now the pillars themselves, standing 
in their immoveable firmness. On Qe00 
ov, see note on ch. ii. 7), and out of it he 
shall never more go out (the subject is 
not the ortAo¢g, but 6 xwKkHyv; and the 
sense, that he who is thus fixed in his 
eternal place as a pillar in the heavenly 
temple, will never more, from any cause, 
depart from it. Those Commentators who 
have understood the promise of the church 
militant, have been obliged to take sEENOy 
as a passive, “non ejicietur,” justifying this 
by such expressions as pyre o Aéxyvoe OX E- 
rat Mark iy. 21. Lyra takes it in both 
senses—“nee per apostasin, nec per ex- 
communicationem.” And thus, except that 
the latter word will have no place, we may 
well understand the general word é&éA@y : 
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i. 3, 

2. 
, Y constr., ch. 

ii. 20, 
8 ch. ii. 17. 
t ch. ii. 7 reff. 


14 Kai T®) ayyidw Tne & Aaodkketa exkAnolac yoaypov 


om from Ist to 2nd ovopa B. 
12. 51. 
34-5-6 (h m n 13, 37. 49 Br, e sil). 


elz caraBaver, with B rel Andr Areth: txt AC n 
om last.wou B rel Andr(-a and -coisl-comm) Areth: ins AC 10-7-8. 


14. rec (for ev Naodikera exkd.) exer. aodikewy (with none of our mss): txt AC B 


none shall thrust him out, nor shall he be 
any more in danger of falling, and thus 
thrusting himself out. It is well worth 
noticing, as Wetst. has done, the recorded 
fact, that Philadelphia was notorious for 
calamities by earthquake. The language 
in which Strabo describes this is remark- 
able in connexion with this promise of the 
pillar which should not be moved; # re 
Piradédgera .... 00 Tode Toixouc Exe 
mtoTovc, a\Ad Kal’ ypipay TodTOY TIVa 
Gaebovrat Kai Cttaravrav OvatedXovor Oe 
ToocéXovTec THe yhe Toig wafer, Kai 
apxirectovovvtec mpdc adriy, xii. p. 868 
B: and still more so in xiii. p. 936 B, 
—oédkic Piadédpeta ceccpayv mArNpHC. 
ob yap Otadeirovow ot Toixot OvioTapEvot, 
kat ddXor’ GrXo pépog THe TOAEwWEC KaKO- 
maQovv: oikovow ody ddiyou ri)y moAw 
Oia rovro’.... adda Kai THY ddiywr 
Oavpate ioriv brit odTw Pitoxwoovouv 
imuopareic Tac olkhosc ExovTecg’ ert 0 
ay Tig padXdoy Oavpdoae THY KTLIOAYTWY 
atrnv. See also Tacit. Ann. i. 47, where 
among the twelve cities of proconsular Asia 
which were overthrown by an earthquake, 
Philadelphia suffered, and was in conse- 
quence excused its taxes, and in common 
with the others entrusted to a senatorian 
commissioner to repair): and I will write 
upon him (the conqueror; not as Grot., 
the pillar) the name of my God (Wetst. 
quotes from the rabbinical book Bava 
Bathra 75. 2, “R. Samuel filius Nach- 
manni_ ait, R. Jochananem dixisse, tres 
appellari nomine Dei S. B.,—justos [Is. 
xliii. 7], Messiam [Jer. xxiii. 6], Hieroso- 
lyma [Hzek. xlviii. 35].” Some think of 
the mitre breastplate of the high-priests, 
on which was inscribed “ Holiness to the 
Lord,” Exod. xxviii. 36: so Schottg., 
Ewald, al. But this does not:seem appli- 
cable here, where, from this and the fol- 
lowing particulars, it is rather a blessed 
belonging to God and the holy city and 
Christ, that is imported, than the priestly 
office of the glorified Christian), and the 
name of the city of my God, the new Je- 


rusalem, which descendeth (the appositive 
nom., see reff.) out of heaven from my 
God (on the whole, see ch. xxi. 2, 3, and 
notes. It is possible, that the name Je- 
hovah Shammah, Hzek. xlviii. 35, may be 
meant; but hardly probable, seeing that 
the Holy Name itself has before been men- 
tioned as inscribed on him. The inscrip- 
tion of the name of the city would betoken 
citizenship), and mine own new name 
(not the name mentioned ch. xix. 16, which 
is known and patent, but that indicated 
ch. xix. 12, 5 oddeic oidev ei pr adrog: 
for this is clearly pointed at by the word 
cavyov. By the inscription of this new 
name of the glorified Saviour is declared, 
that he belongs to Him in His new and 
glorious state of eternal. rest and triumph). 
13.] See above, ch. ii. 7. _ 

14-99" THE EPISTLE TO THE CHURCH 
In Laopicea. And to the angel (not, 
the bishop or ruler, see on ch. i. 20) of the 
church in Laodicea write: These things 
saith the Amen (see ref. Isa, Christ is 
the Amen, inasmuch as His words shall 
never pass away, but shall find certain 
ratification. This, and not the particular 
case which is treated in 2 Cor. i. 20, seems 
to be the reference here, where not the 
ratification of promises merely, but general 
fidelity and certainty are concerned : as 
Areth., in Catena, isoduvapet rotro, rads 
Aéyer 6 GAnOwoc ... apny yao tore 7d 
vat’ val ody tori tv maou Toic mepi 
avrov rEyopuevotc, Hrot aAnOea Kat oddév 
wWevdoc. That expression is illustrative of 
this, but this takes the wider range. Ziillig 
has imagined that the title here owes its 
occurrence to this being the last among 
the Seven Epistles: but this probably is 
mere fancy), the faithful and true (on 
&nOuvds, see above, ver. 7) witness (there 
does not seem in this title to be any allu- 
sion to the prophecies which are about to 
follow in ch. iv. ff. as some [Grot., De 
Wette] have imagined. Far rather does 
it substantiate the witness borne in the 
Epistle itself, as we have seen in the case 
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rel vulg syr-dd copt gr-latt-ff—om exer. g. 
Andr-a: kato C 2. 

15. om from Zecroc to Zeoroc A 47. 
txt C B rel Andr Areth. («t¢ B 16. 32.) 


of the other introductions. See a length- 
ened notice of the title in Trench, p. 181 f.), 
the beginning of the creation of God 
(= mowroroKkog madone Kricewc, Col. i. 15, 
where see note, as also Bleek on the He- 
brews, vol. ii. 1, p. 43 note. In Him the 
whole creation of God is begun and con- * 
ditioned: He is its source and primary 
fountain-head. The mere word doy would 
admit the meaning that Christ is the first 
created being: see Gen. xlix. 3; Deut. 
xxi. 17; and Prov. viii. 22. And so the 
Arians here take it, and some who have fol- 
lowed them: e.g. Castalio, “chef d’ceuvre:” 
“omnium Dei operum excellentissimum 
atque primum :” and so Ewald and Ziillig. 
But every consideration of the require- 
ments of the context, and of the Person 
of Christ as set forth to us in this book, is 
against any such view. Others, as Calov., 
Bengel, Whitby, al., make apyy4 = dpywy, 
which is impossible: as it is also to inter- 
pret cricewe of the new spiritual creation, 
the church, as Ribera, Corn.-a-lap., Grot., 
Wetst., al. There can be little doubt that 
adpxn is to be taken in that pregnant 
sense in which we have it, e.g., in Wisd. 
xii. 16, 9 yao icytc cov dicatootyne 
aoxn,—ib. xiv. 27, 7) yao ray... EidW\wY 
OonoKeia mavro¢g apy KaKod Kal atria 
kai mépac éoriv: and in.the Gospel of Ni- 
codemus, p. ii. cap. vii. Tisch. Ev. Apoe. 
p- 307, where Satan is said to be adpyy 
Tov Oavdrov Kai pila Tig dpmapriac, viz. 
the incipient cause. So Andr., Areth. in 
Catena [1 mookarapkrik) airia Tig KTi- 
sewc |, Lyra, Vitr., Wolf, Stern, Hengst., 
De Wette, Ebrard, Diisterd., al. The latter 
asks the questions, “ How could Christ 
write if it were only this present Epistle, 
if he were himself a creature ? How could 
every creature in heaven and earth adore 
him, if he were one of themselves [ef. ch. 
xix, 10]? We need only think of the 
appellation of our Lord as the A and Q 
(ch. xxii. 13: ef: 1. 8] im its necessary ful- 
ness of import, and we shall see that in 
the A lies the necessity of his being the 
apxn of the Creation, as in the Q that of 
his coming to bring the visible creation to 


for 2nd «at, 6 f1n 16. 45 syr-dd 


rec (for 7¢) exnc, with k (e sil) 30-corr: 


an end”): I know thy works, that (see 
above, ver. 1, where the construction is 
the same: I have thy whole course of life 
before me, and its testimony is, that .. .) 
thou art neither cold nor hot (the peculiar 
use of the similitude of physical cold and 
heat here, makes it necessary to interpret 
the former of the two somewhat differently 
to its common acceptation: so that while 
Zeordc, from Zéw [ef. rvetpate Céovrec, 
Rom. xii. 11], keeps its meaning of fer- 
vent, warm, and earnest in the life of 
faith and love, ~uyod¢e cannot here mean 
“dead and cold,” as we say of the listless 
and careless professor of religion: for this 
is just what these Laodiceans were, and 
what is expressed by yAtaodc¢ below. So 
that we must, so to speak, go further into 
coldness for Wuyxodc, and take it as mean- 
ing, not only entirely without the spark 
of spiritual life, but also and chiefly, by 
consequence, openly belonging to the world 
without, and having no part nor lot in 
Christ’s church, and actively opposed to 
it. This, as well as the opposite state of 
spiritual fervour, would be an intelligible 
and plainly-marked condition : at all events, 
free from that danger of mixed motive 
and disregarded principle which belongs to 
the lukewarm state: inasmuch as a man 
in earnest, be he right or wrong, is ever a 
better man than one professing what he 
does not feel. This necessity of inter- 
pretation here has been much and properly 
pressed by some of the later Commen- 
tators [De Wette, and more clearly still, 
Diisterd.], but was by the older ones very 
generally missed, and the coldness inter- 
preted of the mere negative absence of 
spiritual life. So Andr., Areth. in Catena, 
Puxpdc, 6 sorepnpévog Tig Tov ayiov 
mvevpatog évepysiag Kal émipoirnoewc : 
Grot., “qui nullam habet evangelii no- 
titiam ac proinde nec ullos motus chris- 
tianos:” so Bengel, Ebrard, and many 
others. There have been some singular 
interpretations, e.g. that of Lyra, “fri- 
gidus, devitans transgressiones pone ti- 
more:” of Ansbert, “quia nimirum ille 
cos glaciali quodammodo more constringit, 
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h constr., here only. elsw. w. gen., Matt. vi. 8 al. fr. 
it 


vii. 24only. Isa. xxxiii. 1. 


40,41. Isa. xlii. 18. 


11 Cor. xv. 19 only ¢. 


aor., Rom. 
viii. 18 al. 


re fags fs , > \ g , \ 
ore Aéyetc [ore] mAovooc et, Kat © werAOUTHKA, Kal there only. 


Isa. xix. 14. 
k , ore 
- §= Luke xii. 
tadal 21. 1Cor.iv. 
8. 2 Cor. viii. 
9. Hos. xii. 
8. 


i e 


i= Luke vi. 24. xi, 46. xviii. 13. k Rom. 


m = Matt. xxiii. 16,&e. John ix. 


16. for Ist ovrs, ov a to m, 2. 4. 9. 13-6-7-8. 32-4-7. 41-2-8-9. 50. 90 Br. 
rec transp Puxpoc and Zeoroc, with A 17-8 (19, e sil) vulg: txt C B rel syr-dd copt 
Andr Areth Salv.—om all between « and peAdw 10 harl! spec eth Primas. 

17. om 2nd or: B rel spec Andr Cypr: ins AC cg mn17!. 84 (6. 32-8. 40-8, e sil) 


vulg Andr-coisl Areth Oros Bede. 
txt AC 12. 


qui dixit, ‘Sedebo.in monte testamenti, in 
lateribus aquilonis.? Aquilo itaque valde 
frigidissimus ventus,” &c.: of Hengsten- 
berg, who regards both hot and cold as 
spoken of Christ’s servants in relation to 
Christ, and cold as equivalent to poor in 
spirit, conscious of one’s own coldness and 
desire for warmth. Any thing more op- 
posed to the context cannot be imagined): 
would that (reff., for both indic. and opt. 
usages) thou wert cold or hot: so (see 
ref. It expresses the actual relation of 
facts to the wish just expressed, as not 
fulfillmg it: = “quod cum non ita fiat”’) 
because thou art lukewarm (rod pndétw 
Oeppaivovroc, 6 yAvapov Kadeira, Galen. 
It is one of the many derivatives from 
xAiw, to melt), and neither hot nor cold, 
I shall soon spue thee out of my mouth 
(rH peTapong Tov xAtapov JedyTwe éxon- 
caro, 0 Kai tatpwy maidec mAdSOY éEpya- 
Zopevov cic tuerov épe0ilery mapadapBa- 
vovow. Areth. in Catena. The péAdXo 
is a mild expression, carrying with it a 
possibility of the determination being 
changed, dependently on a change in the 
state of the church). 17, 18. | In these 
verses, the yAtaporneg is further expanded, 
as inducing miserable unconsciousness of 
defect and need, and empty self-sufficiency. 
And the charge comes in the form of 
solemn and affectionate counsel. Because 
(this 6rv forms the reason of cvpPovdredw 
below: = seeing that... Cf. a similar 
construction in ch. xviii. 7, 8) thou sayest 
[that] I am rich, and am become wealthy, 
and have need in nothing (the three ex- 
pressions form a climax: the first giving 
the fact of being rich, the second the pro- 
cess of having become so [in which there 
is not merely outward fact, but some self- 
laudation: cf. ref. Hosea], the third the 
result, self-sufficingness. From the whole 


rec (for ovdev) ovdevoc, with B rel Andr Areth: 
rec om 2nd 6, with Cfg hn 17 (18. 30-2. 47. 90, e sil) Andr-p: om 
1st and 2nd 36: ins A B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


rec eA\secvoc, with B rel: txt AC 1. 


context it is evident that not, outward 
worldly wealth, but imagined spiritual 
riches, are in question. The former is held 
to be meant by Andr., Areth., Aretius, 
Corn.-a-lap., Bengel, Ewald, Ziillig, al., the 
latter by Bede, Lyra, Ribera, Alcas., Grot., 
Calov., Vitringa, Hich., De W., Hengst., 
Ebrard, Diisterd., Trench. Stern thinks 
the wealth is partly worldly [ Cicer. Epist. 
ad div. ii. 17, iii. 5; Strabo xii. 16: see on 
the wealth of Laodicea the Prolegg.], and 
partly spiritual. But thus the correspond- 
ence in our sentence would be confused. 
Stern is doubtless so far right, that the 
imagined spiritual self-sufficingness was 
the natural growth of an outwardly pros- 
perous condition : but the great self-deceit 
of which the Lord here complains was not 
concerning worldly wealth, which was a 
patent fact, but concerning spiritual, which 
was a baseléss fiction), and knowest not 
that thou (ov, emphatic; “thou, of all 
others ;” corresponding to the use of the 
articles below) art the wretched and the 
pitiable one (6, in both cases, as distin- 
guished above others [not as De W., al., 
“ the well-known” |, as the person to whom 
above all others the epithets belong. And 
these epithets are especially opposed to 
obvdiv~xpriay Exw), and poor and blind 
and naked (are these adjectives all subor- 
dinate to 6 preceding, or are they new 
predicates dependent on «i? Better the 
latter, if only for the reason that the 
counsel which follows takes up these three 
points in order, thereby bringing them out 
as distinct from and not subordinate to the 
two preceding), I advise thee (there is a 
deep irony in this word. One who has 
need of nothing, yet needs counsel on the 
vital points of self-preservation) to buy 
(at the cost only of thy good self-opinion. 
That a zrwyéc¢ should be advised to buy 
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uhere only. 3 Kings xiv. 3. 


18. rec mao’ eyov bef ypvotoy, with AC n 17-8. 36 (16. 49, e sil): om 7. &. ¢j m 


34-5 Andr-coisl: txt B rel copt Areth. 
m n 37. 


Andr-a: txt C B rel Andr Areth. (coAup. B e€ n.) 


é« Tvoac B: om 16. mepiBaddryn BL 
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rec eyxotsov, with h 10-7 (49 


Br, e sil): wa eyxourng 2. 4. 19. 26: wa eyxpton rel: eyxoron 37-8. 42: wa eyxproae 


36. 45: txt AC 1 n 16-8 Andr-a. (d illeg.) 


gold and raiment, and ointment, might of 
itself shew what kind of buying is meant, 
evenif Isa. lv.1, dyopacare dvev apyupiov 
x. tywij¢, had not clearly defined it. Yet 
notwithstanding such clear warning not to 
go wrong, the Roman-Catholic expositors 
have here again handled the word of God 
deceitfully, and explained, as Lyra, “mere, 
operibus bonis :” | Corn.-a-lap., “ verbum 
ergo emendi significat, quod multa debet 
homo facere, et multa conferre, ut idoneus 
sit a Deo accipere ista dona.” Bede and 
Ribera, somewhat, better, “ derelictis om- 


nibus,” Bed.: “etiam cum voluptatum - 


dispendio,” Rib. [which however is travel- 
ling out of the context, making the wealth 
to be earthly riches]: Estius, better still, 
but curiously characteristic, “ Hmere sig- 
nificat aliquod studium preecedens, quo 
ambiat charitatem [his interpretation of 
xXovoioy wenup.|: quod tamen etiam ex 
Deo est. Unde statui potest meritum con- 
gruum, respectu justificationis.” Far better 
again Ansbert, though missing the point 
of ayopdoar: “ Nunquid is qui miser et 
miserabilis et pauper et cecus et nudus 
redarguitur, aliquid boni habet, quod pro 
tanto bono largitori suo tribuat, nisi forte 
prius ab ipso accipiat quod pro accipiendis 
aliis ili tribuat? Sie certe invenit quod 
det, qui nisi desuper acceperit, non habet 
quod det.” Augustine seems to be on the 
right track for the meaning of ayopaoat 
when he says, “contende ut pro nomine 
Christi aliquid patiaris.’” The term con- 
tinues the irony. “All this lofty self- 
sufficiency must be expended in the labour 
of getting from Me these absolute neces- 
sities.” So most of the later expositors. 
So even the R.-Cath. Stern, but dis- 
guising the truth under an appearance of 
a ‘quid pro quo; “Welches iff der Raufe 
preis? Hat nicht der Herv felbft gefagt, 
daB fie arm feien und elend, natt und 
jammerlid)? Shr Herz follen fte Chrifto 


hingeben, ihe Fublen, Denfen, Wollen, 


“und .thatfraftiges Danbdeln: fitch felbft 


ganz und gar dem Herrn zur Leibeigenz 
fchaft opfern, Matt. xiii. 45, 46”) gold 
from me (who am the source of all true 
spiritual wealth, Eph. iii. 8) [fresh] burnt 
from the fire (the é« gives the sense of, 
being just fresh from the burning or smelt- 
ing, and thus not only tried by the pro- 
cess, but bright and new from the furnace. 
This is better than, with many Commen- 
tators, to make the é« almost = 746, sig- 
nifying the source from which the 7v- 
pwovc comes, as ch. viii. 11. In the 
interpretation, this gold represents all spi- 
ritual wAotroc, in its sterling reality, as 
contrasted with that merely imaginary 
sort on which the Laodiceans prided them- 
selves. It is narrowing it too much 
to interpret it as caritas [cf. Estius 
above], or fides, as Aret., Vitringa, 
Hengstb., al., or indeed any one spiritual 
grace, as distinguished from the sum total 
of them all), that thou mayest be (aor., 
literally, mayest have become, viz., by 
the purchase) rich: and white garments 
(Diisterd. rightly remarks that the white 
garments are distinct from the gold only 
in forming a different image in the form 
of expression, not really in the thing sig- 
nified. On the meaning, see ver. 4, ch. 
vii. 14, xix. 8. The lack of righteousness, 
which can be only bought from Christ, 
and that at the price of all fancied right- 
eousness of our own, is just as much a 
mTwyxeia as the other), that thou mayest 
be clothed, and that the shame of thy 
nakedness be not made manifest (the 
choice of the word gavepwO9 seems as if 
some particular time were in view when 
such manifestation would take place. If 
we are to assign one, it will naturally be 
that of the Lord’s coming, when rove 
Tavrac nude havepwljvar dei Zumpoc0er 
zou Bnuarog row xXerorov, 2 Cor. v. 10: 


owKae 
meta C. 
ABa to 
n, 2. 4. 
6. 9. 10- 
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19, 26-7. 
30. 32 to 
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y = Luke xxiii. 16, 22. 2Chron.x.11. Ps. exvii.18. Prov. xix. 18, 
Luke iv. 9 ||. see John xx. 19, 26. 


a Cant. v. 2. constr., ch. vii. 1. 
18 al. Cant. ut supr. 


ANTIOKAAYVIS IQANNOY. © 


591 


\ ae 
w Matt. xviii. 
@ Kl 58. xxi. 22, 


> ‘ov xxii. 9. Mark 
20 i800 Eornka Bee 
b Pes aU, ’ , a a aoe 
2. = Heb. 
kgouw’ sav TIC akovoy THC pwvncg PB: = 
z here only t. 


b Luke xiii. 25. Acts xii. 


19. rec (for CnAeve) CnAwoor, with 1 n 10-7. 36 (dh 16. 37-8. 49, e sil) Andr: ZnXov 
c6: {nrnooy Br: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


when the Lord of the Church will come to 
see his guests, and all not clad in the wed- 
ding robe will be cast out, Matt. xxii. 
11 ff.), and collyrium (the use of which 
is apparent from what follows. The rod- 
Avproy was so called from its shape, being 
a stick or roll of ointment for the eyes, in 
the shape of a bread-cake, e6\Avoa or -pie, 
2 Kings vi. 19, LXX) to anoint (from reff. 
Tobit, éyypiety appears to have been the 
common technical word for anointing the 
eyes) thine eyes, that thou mayest see 
Qn the spiritual interpretation, this colly- 
rium will import the anointing of the Holy 
Spirit, which, like the gold of His un- 
searchable riches, and the white garment 
of His righteousness, is to be obtained 
from him, John xvi. 7 [wéupw abrov..|, 
14 [é« rod éuod Anpperac....]; Acts i. 
33 | ééxeev rovro |, and also at the price 
of the surrender of our own fancied wis- 
dom. The analogy of 1 John ii. 20, 27 is 
not to be overlooked: see notes at those 
places). 19.] Importing that these 
rich proofs of Christ’s love are only to be 
sought by such as the Laodiceans in the 
way of rebuke and chastisement: and re- 
ciprocally, as tending not to despair, but 
to encouragement, that rebuke and chas- 
tisement are no signs of rejection from 
Christ, but of His abiding and pleading 
love, even to the lukewarm and careless. 
I (emphatically prefixed: I, for my part: 
it is one of My ways, which are unlike 
men’s ways)—as many as (édv = dy, the 
common particle after the relative: see 
reff.) I love (not as Grot., “non absolute 
sed comparate, i.e. quos non plane ob 
diuturna peccata abjicere et objurare con- 
stitui :” but in its fullest and most blessed 
sense. Nor is the assertion addressed, as 
Vitr., only “ad meliorem ecclesiew par- 
tem,” but to all, as a gracious call to re- 
pentance ; as is evident from the words 
next following), I rebuke and chasten 
(édéyxetv, the convincing of sin, producing 
conviction, is a portion of ma8evew, the 
Lord’s chastening: the latter may extend 
very much wider than the former, even to 
judgments and personal infliction, which, 
however they may subserve the purpose of 
éhéyxeur, are not, properly speaking, part 


of it. ‘ Redargutio sane ad verba, casti- 
gatio vero pertinet ad flagella,” Ansbert) ; 
be zealous then (fyAeve, pres., of a habit 
of Christian life), and repent (begin that 
life of zeal by an act, decisive and effective 
[aor.], of change of purpose. There is not 
in the words any dorepovmpdrepoy, as De 
Wette, but the logical connexion is made 
plain by the tenses. Diisterd. [following 
Grot., Beng., Hengstb., Ebrard] is clearly 
wrong in saying that “the Lord requires 
of the church a burning zeal, kindled by 
the love shewn by Him [but where is this 
in the context?], and as the practical 
putting forth of this zeal, true change of 
purpose.” This goes directly against both 
the grammatical propriety and the facts 
of the case, in which change of purpose 
must precede zeal, which is the effectual 
working in a man’s life of that change of 
purpose). - 20.] Behold, I stand at 
the door (the construction with the prep. 
of motion after ornka, is perhaps owing 
to the idea of motion conveyed in‘ the 
verb,—“ I have placed myself.” See reff., 
especially ref. Luke) and knock (the re- 
ference to Cant. v. 2 is too plain to be for 
a moment doubted: and if so, the inter- 
pretation must be grounded in that con- 
jugal relation between Christ and the 
church,—Christ and the soul,—of which 
that mysterious book is expressive. This 
being granted, we may well say, that the 
vivid depiction of Christ standing at the 
door is introduced, to bring home to the 
lukewarm and careless church the truth 
of His constant presence, which she was 
so deeply forgetting. His knocking was 
taking place partly by the utterance of 
these very rebukes [é\éyyw], partly by 
every interference in judgment and in 
mercy. Whenever His hand is heard, He 
is knocking at the door. But it is not 
His hand only that may be heard: see 
below): if any man hear my voice (here 
we have more than the mere sound of his 
knock: He speaks. See Acts xii. 13 f. 
kpovoarroc O& row Hérpov ryv Oioay.. 

émtyvodca Thy gwvyny rod Iéroov, In 
that case we must conceive Rhoda to have 
asked “who is there ?” and Peter to have 
answered. It may not be uninstructive to 
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20. ins wat bef evceXevoopar B rel Andr-coisl: om A 1 n 2. 30-6 (4. 13-6-8-9. 37-8, 


e sil) vss Orig Mac Epiph Andr Areth. 


fill up this connexion in a similar manner. 
«Tt is I,” is an answer the soul may often 
hear, if it will enquire the reason of an 
unexpected knock at the door of its slum- 
bers; or we may compare Cant. v. 2, 
gw adedcgpi0od pov Kooverémi 72)v Ovoar, 
“Avoitdy por), and open the door (acovcy, 
avoity, aorists, because prior in time to 
the futures which follow: “shall have 
heard,” “shall have opened :” but it would 


be pedantry thus to render them in our | 


language. On the sense, cf. Cant. v. 6. 

Our verse is a striking and decisive 
testimony to the practical freedom of our 
will to receive or reject the heavenly 
Guest : without the recognition of which, 
the love and tenderness of the saying be- 
come a hideous mockery. We then 
open the door to Christ, when we admit 
Him, His voice, His commands, His ex- 
ample, to a share in our inner counsels 
and sources of action. To say that this 
can be done without His grace, is igno- 
rance: to say it is done only by that grace 
irresistibly exerted, is far worse—it is, to 
deprive His gracious pleadings of all mean- 
ing), [and] (this cai is superfluous in the 
sense, merely expressing the sequence: and 
may on that account have been omitted) 
I will enter in to him, and I will sup 
with him, and he with me (the imagery 
is taken from the usages of intimate hos- 
pitality. But whereas in these it would 
be merely the guest who would sup with 
the host who lets him in, here the guest 
becomes himself the host, because He is 
the bread of life, and the Giver of the 
great feast of fat things and of the great 
marriage supper [ Matt. viii. 11, xxv. 1 ff. ; 
Rey. xix. 7, 9]. St. John is especially fond 
of reporting these sayings of reciprocity 
which our Lord uttered: ef. John vi. 56 
[x. 38], xiv. 20, xv. 4, 5, xvii. 21, 26. 
This blessed admission of Christ into our 
hearts will lead to His becoming our guest, 
ever present with us, and sharing in all 
our blessings—and, which is even more, to 
our being ever in close union with Him, 
partaking ever of His fulness, until we sit 


down at His table in his Kingdom).—He 
that conquereth (see above, ch. ii. 26, and 
ver. 12, for the construction), I will give 
to him to sit (in the blessed life of glory 
hereafter: such promises cannot be re- 


‘garded, as this by some, as partially ful- 


filled in this life: for thus the following 
analogy, w¢ cayw «.7.d., would fail. The 
final and complete act is also pointed out 
by the aor. cafioar) with me (cf. John 
Xvil. 24, ware, ode didweac enol Aw tva 
Orrov tipi tyw Kaetvor Mow per’ Euod) On 
my throne (have a share in My kingly 
power, as ch. ii. 27, xx. 6), as I also con- 
quered and sat down with my Father on 
His throne (the aorr. refer to the historical 
facts of the Resurrection and Ascension. 
By the latter, Christ sat down at the 
right hand of God, or of the throne of 
God, as Heb. xii. 2. No distinction must 
be made between the throne of the Father, 
on which Christ sits, and that of Christ, 
on which the victorious believer is to sit 
with Him: they are one and the same, cf. 
te rov Oodvov rod Oeot Kai Tod apviov, 
ch. xxii. 1; and the glory of the redeemed 
will be a participation in that of the Father 
and the Son, John xvii. 22).—Doubtless 
the occurrence of this, the highest and 
most glorious of all the promises, in this 
place, is to be explained not entirely from 
any especial aptness to the circumstances 
of the Laodicean church, though such has 
been attempted to be assigned [e. g. by 
Ebrard—because the victory over luke- 
warmness would be so much more difficult 
than that in any other case], but also 
from the fact of its occurring at the end 
of all the Epistles, and as it were gather- 
ing them all into one. It must not be 
forgotten too, that the é«da@ica perd rov 
matpdo¢g pov tv rp Opdyw avrov forms a 
link to the next part of the book where 
we so soon, ch. v. 5, 6, read cal eldoy éy 
TP pEow TOD Opdvouv..... dpvioy gornKde 
oc tapaypivoy. 22.] See on ch. ti. 7. 

From this point begins the Revelation 
proper, extending to the end of the book. 
And herein we have a first great portion, 
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Cuap. IV. L”avewypyevn B rel Andr-coisl Areth: txt A 33(-8?). 42 (c 6. 16. 26, 


e sil) Andr. 


for &, ooa A. 


rec (for Aeywy) Aeyovoa, with hn 17. 36-8 (13. 27. 37. 51 Br, e sil): 
cat Neyovone 1 167’Ambr: txt A B rel Andr-coisl. 
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2. rec ins kat bef evOewc, with h1 m n 10-7-8. 34-5-6 (16. 37-8. 47-9. 51 Br, e sil) . 
Andr Areth Bede: pera ravra 19: om AB rel am(with fuld harl lipss) syr-dd Primas 


embracing chapp. iv.—xi., the opening of 
the seals and the sounding of the trumpets. 
But preparatory to both these series of re- 
velations, we have described to us in chapp. 
iv. v., the heavenly scenery which fur- 
nishes the local ground for these visions. 
Of these, chap. iv. is properly the scene 
itself: chap. v. being a further unfolding 
of its details with a view to the vision of 
the seals which is to follow. So that we 
have,— 

Cu. IV. 1—1.] Tue viston oF Gon’s 
PRESENCE IN HEAVEN. “ Decrees respect- 
ing the fortunes of the future rest with 
God, and from Him comes the revelation 
of them through Jesus Christ. Hence the 
Revelation begins with the imparting to 
the Apostle, through Christ, of the vision 
of God’s presence.” De Wette. 

1.] After these things (yeta Tatra [or 
rovro] is a formula frequently occurring 
in this book, and no where indicating a 
break -in the ecstatic state of the Seer, 
but only the succession of separate vi- 
sions. ‘Those are mistaken, e.g. Bengel, 
Hengstb., who imagine an interval, here 
and in the other places, during which the 
Seer wrote down that which had been pre- 
viously revealed to him. The whole is 
conceived as imparted in one continuous 
revelation consisting of many parts. See 
below on ver. 2) I saw (not with the 
bodily eye, but with the eye of ecstatic 
vision, as throughout the book. He is 
throughout éy wvedpart. It is not I 
looked, as in KE. V.: not the directing of the 
Seer’s attention which discovers the door 
to him, but the simple reception of the 
vision which is recorded), and behold, a 
door set open (not, was opened [ HvoixOn | 
as H. V. which gives the idea that the 
Seer witnessed the act of opening. For 
the same reason the word “opened” is 
objectionable, as it may be mistaken for 
the aor. neuter) in heaven (notice the dif- 
ference between this vision and that in 
Ezek. i. 1; Matt. ii. 16; Acts vii. 56, 


x. 11. In those, the heaven itself parts 
asunder, and discloses the vision to those 
below on earth: here the heaven, the house 
or palace of God [Ps. xi. 4, xviii. 6, 
xxix. 9], remains firmly shut to those on 
earth, but a door is opened, and the Seer 
is rapt in the Spirit through it. Hence- 


forth usually he looks from the heaven 


down on the earth, seeing however both 
alike, and being present. in either, as the 
localities of his various visions require), 
and the former voice (much confusion has 
been introduced here by rendering, as 
E. V., “the first voice which,” &e., giving 
the idea that 7 zpwrn means, first after 
the door was seen set open; whereas 
gwvn 7 mown is the voice which I heard 
at first, viz. in ch. i. 10) which I heard 
(aor. at the beginning) as of a trumpet 
speaking with me (viz. ch. i. 10. we 
oa\r. k.7T.v., is not predicative, “was 
as....” as EH. V. and Treg. The con- 
struction simply is—‘ behold, a door... . 
and the voice... ,” both @ipa and dwn 
dependent on idov.—The voice is not that 
of Christ [as Stier, Reden Jesu viii. 98, 
207 ff.: Reden der Engel, p. 242,—and 
al.], but of some undefined heavenly being 
or angel. As Diisterd. observes, all we 
can say of it is that it is the same voice as 
that in ch. i. 10, which there, ver. 17, is 
followed by that of our Lord, not we odd- 
meyyoc, but we Warwy worAd@y, as stated 
by anticipation in ver. 15), saying (Heb. 
yon). The gender is placed, regardless of 
the ordinary concord, with reference to 
the thing signified: so in reff., and even 
sometimes in the classics; ef. Xen. Cyr. i. 
2.12, ai wodetc...W¢ mavoorvrec. See 
more examples in Winer), Come up hither 
(viz. through the opened door), and I will 
shew thee (it is surprising how Stier can 


allege the de(Ew as a proof that the Lord 


Himself only can be speaking: cf. ch. xxi. 
9, 10, xxii. 8, 9, which latter place is de- 
cisive against him) the things which must 
(of prophetic necessity: see reff.) take 
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place after these things (radra, the things towards, of which the first mention par- 
now present: as in ch.i.19, but the ratra takes. But the accus. is not confined to 
not being the same in tie two cases. So © the first mention, witness ch. xi. 16, xiv. 
that pera ravra has very much the ge- 16: and no rule at all seems to prevail 
neral meaning given by the “hereafter” as regards the gen. and dat.) one sitting 
of the E. V.: this clause corresponds to @ (called henceforward throughout the book, 
pidrec yevioOar pera ravra of ch.i. 19)... 6 kaOijpevog twit r. Op.: and being the 
2.] Immediately I was (became) in Eternal Father [not as Lyra, “ Deus trinus 

‘the Spirit (i.e. I experienced a new ac- et unus,”’—so also Corn.-a-lap., Calov. ; 
cession of the Spirit’s powerful influence, for He that sitteth on the throne is dis- 
which transported me thither: qu.d.“I tinguished in ch. vi. 16, vii. 10 from the 
was in a trance or ecstasy:” see on ch. i. Son, and in-ver. 5 from the Holy Spirit]: 
10. It is hardly credible that any scholar see ch. vii. 10, xix. 4, where we read ex- 
should have proposed to understand tect pressly, TO OeG rp caOnpévy eri 7. Op. 
after éyevopuny, “immediately I was there So that it is not for the reasons sometimes 
in the Spirit :’ but this was done by suggested, that the Name is not expressed : 
Zillig, and has found an advocate in Eng- e. g. that by Eich. and Ewald, on account 
land in Dr. Maitland: ef. Todd on the of the Jewish unwillingness to express the 
Apoc., Note B, p. 297): and behold, a sacred Name: that by Herder [see also 
throne stood (the E. V. “was set,” gives De W., al.], that the mind has no figure 
too much the idea that the placing of the and the tongue no word by which to ex- 
throne formed part of the vision: “lay” press it: still less that of Heinr., “Non- 
would be our best word, but we do not use nisi ex negligentia scribendi videtur omis- 
it of any thing so lofty as a throne. €xetro sum.” The simple reason seems to be, as 
is wrongly taken by Bengel as importing assigned by Hengstb. and Diisterd., that 
breadth ; and by Hengstb. as representing St. John would describe simply that which 
the resting on the cherubim. But it is he saw, as he saw it. For the same reason 
St. J ohn’s word for mere local position: he does not name Christ expressly in the 
see reff.) in heaven, and upon the throne first vision, ch. i. 18): and he that sat 
(the accus. is perhaps not to be pressed; (no need to supply “was,” as Hv in rec. : 
it may be loosely used as equivalent to the the nominatives are all correlative after 
gen. or dat. The variations of the case in idod) like in appearance (lit., “in vision,” 
this expression throughout the book are “in sight,” as E. V. in the next clause : 
remarkable, and hardly to be accounted dat. of form or manner, cf. Winer, edn. 6, 
for. Thus we have the gen. in vv. 9, 10, p- 193, § 31. 6, and see 1 Cor. xiv. 20; 
ch, Weds Wie vi. 8, ix. We xiv. 15, xvii. ue 9, Phil. ii. fe iii. 5) toa jasper and sardine 
xix. 18, 19, 21: the dat. in ch. v. 13, vi. stone (Epiphanius, in his treatise on the 
16, vii. 10, 15, xix. 4, xxi. 5: the accus. in twelve stones in Aaron’s breastplate says, 
ch. iv. 4, vi. 2, 4, 5, xi. 16, xiv. 14, 16, NiPoe iaomee, vdrde gore Tip idee opapay=- 
xvii. 8, xix. 11, xx. 4,11. The only rule $iZwy [see below]. mapa dé ra NEIAN TOD 
that seems to be at all observed is, that  Ogopwdorroe ToTapov EvpioxeTat... aN 
always at the first mention of the fact of fort yévog moAd kahobpevor *Auabotcur, 
sitting, the accus. seems to be used, e.g. 7d eldoc S& rowdvde dori Tod AiMov' Kara 
here, and ver. 4, ch. vi. 2, 4, 5, xiv. 14, ray opydpayddy ore XAwpiZovsa, ada 
xvii. 3, xix. 11, xx, 4, 11, thus bearing a dy@durépa kai dpavporioa. kai évdobev 
trace of its proper import, that of motion yAwpdy exe rd capa, boucvia ih yadkod, 
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vhere only. Ezek. xxviii. 13. (-ySos, ch. xxi. 19.) 


h 10-6-7?, 34-5. 47 (1 m 18. 37. 49 Br, e sil) Andr: opota we 47: opotonn: txt A 6.- 


30-6 ; ooiwe B rel Areth; opowe we 88. 


opacts opapayouvwy B rel: opacee 


opapayowr f, opacete opapaydiwy 92: opacig opapaydw 35: opacie spapaydov 38. 


47: opace: copapaydw m 34: txt A ch 10-7-8. 36 


n 6. 16. 49 Br, e sil) vulg copt. 


4. om Ist car B rel syr-dd: ins A 1 mn 10-7-8. 34-5-6. 47-8-9 (ch 6. 16 Bch’s-5- 


éxovoa pdéBac rerpacrixouc x.7.X. He 
then. describes several other kinds, a purple, 
a yellow, &c. One kind appears to be that 
meant in our ch. xxi. 11, where we have 
the glory of God like we ip idomdr 
kpvotadAiZovrte: for he describes it as ddA 
KovoTadXov Voare duoia. It is true that 
Epiphanius may have put in this species 
merely to satisfy ch. xxi. 11. From this 
latter passage, where it is described as 
Tlutwraroc,—which jasper, as commonly 
known, never was,—Hbrard argues that 
by taozuc the diamond is meant. taomis, 
Heb. maw, a beautiful stone of various 
wavy colours, semi-opaque, granulous in 
texture, used in ancient times for gems and 
ornaments, but in more modern ones on a 
larger. scale for pavements and tables. 
Hyen Pliny wrote, xxxvii. [8.] 37, “ viret, 
et sepe translucet iaspis, etiamsi victa a 
multis, antiquitatis tamen gloriam reti- 
nens.” The altar in Canterbury Cathedral 
stands on a platform of yellow Sicilian 
jasper pavement, 30 feet by 14 feet. 

adpdios, Heb. dik, is, as this name shews, 
a red stone, commonly supposed to answer 
to our cornelian. But Epiphanius, in his 
treatise on, the twelve stones in Aaron’s 
breastplate, says of it, Ai@og odpdio¢g 6 
BaBvrAwroc, o’rw Kadrobpmevoc. tare 08 
rupwrie TP ide Kai aiparoedyc, capdiwp 
Twp ixGiu Te Tapryevpévy éorkwc. dvd Kal 
capowoc éyeTat, Ad ToD ElOovc AaBwv 
To éruvupov. év BaBiwve dé TY mOdG 
*Acovoiay yivera. tore O& Oravyr¢ 6 
AiOoe. Several of the Commentators, 
e. g. Victorin., Areth., Lyra, Ansbert, 
Joachim, &c., Bengel, Hengst., Diisterd., 
have said much on the symbolic signifi- 
cance of these stones as representing the 
glory of God. Thus much only seems, in 
the great uncertainty and variety of views, 
to stand firm for us: that if taomc¢ is to 
be taken as in ch. xxi. 11, as, by the refer- 
ence there to ryv Oday rov Oeov, it cer- 
tainly seems it must, then it represents a 
watery crystalline brightness, whereas odo- 
dvog is on all hands acknowledged to be 
fiery red. Thus we shall have ample ma- 
terial for symbolic meaning : whether, as 
Victorinus, Tichon., Primas., Bede, al., of 
the one great judgment by water [or of 


baptism ], and the other by fire,—as Andr., 
Areth., Lyra, al., of the goodness of God 
in nature [tao being green] and His 
severity in judgment,—as Ansbert, of the 
divinity and humanity [ “quia nimirum hu- 
manitas ejus tempore passionis sanguine 
coloratur”’ |, &c., or as the moderns mostly, 
e.g. Bengel, Stern, Hengstb., of the holi- 
ness of God and His justice. This last 
seems to me the more probable, especially 
as the same mixture of white light with ~ 
fire seems to pervade the Old Testament 
and Apocalyptic visions of the divine ma- 
jesty. Cf. Hzek. i. 4, viii. 2; Dan. vii. 9: 
and our ch.i.14, x.1. But nothing can 
be confidently asserted, in our ignorance 
of the precise import of tacmic), and a 
rainbow (cf. Gen. ix. 12—17; Ezek. i. 28) 
round about the throne (i.e. in all pro- 
bability surrounding the throne vertically, 
as a nimbus; not, as Beng. and Hengsth., 
horizontally) like to the appearance (8p.o10s 
is here an adj. with two terminations, as 
those in -to¢ frequently in Attic Greek : 
see Winer [reff.]: the construction of 
6pacer is not as above, but the dat. 
is here after boc) of an emerald (on 
opdpaydoc [-divoc is the possess. adj. of 
two terminations] all seem agreed, that it 
represents the stone so well known among 
us as the emerald, of a lovely green co- 
lour :—Pliny says of it, ut supra, “ quin et 
ab intentione alia obscurata aspectu sma- 
ragdi recreatur acies, scalpentibusque gem- 
mas non alia gratior oculorum refectio est ; 
ita viridi lenitate lassitudinem mulcent.” 
Almost all the Commentators think of the 
gracious and federal character of the bow 
of God, Gen. ix. 12—17. Nor is it any 
objection to this [as Kbrard] that the 
bow or glory here is green, instead of pris- 
matic: the form is that of the covenant 
bow, the colour even more refreshing and 
more directly symbolizing grace and mercy. 
“Deus in judiciis semper foederis sui me- 
minit :” Grot. So far at least we may 
be sure of as to the symbolism of this 
appearance of Him that sitteth on the 
throne: that the brightness of His glory 
and fire of His judgment is ever girded 
by, and found within, the refreshment and 
surety of His mercy and goodness. So 
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see Exod. 

xix. 16. Ps. 

Ixxvi. 18. 
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att. xxiv. 

27 | L. xxviii. 8. Luke x. 18. xi. 86 only. 
iii.17. John xii. 29. 
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mss Br, e sil) vulg. 


5 


for Opovot, Qoovovg m 34-5 Andr-coisl: om. 12. 


\ , Xe \ , 
“ aoTeaTal Kat ” pwvat kat ™ Poovral. Kat entra ANaprracec 


b Rev. only (as above & ch. x. 8, 4al.), exc. Mark 


rec aft 


etkoot ins eat (twice), with (1 16. 32 Bch’s-4-mss, e sil), and 33(-4-6, e sil)-8 Ist time: 


om A B rel.—(x0o’ B and most of the others.)—om 2nd ee. reco. 38. 


rec aft Qpo- 


vove ins edov, with h 10 (a 87. 41-9 Br, e sil): om A B rel vss Andr Areth.—om r. 


Ooor. g: om from reo. to Teao. 32. 


for ext Tr. Opoy. T. ELK. TETO., EML T. ELK. TETO. 


00. A 17-8-9: 2nd rovg is also omd by 2. 4. 6. 9. 11. 36. 40-2 Andr-a-p. 


om ev An Andr-a. 
rel vss Andr Areth lat-ff, 


rec ins eovoy bef exe r. eep. (with none of our mss): om A B 


5. rec transp Bporvrat and gwvat, with 88: dw. k. aorp. k. Bo. e: txt A B rel vss. 


that, as Diisterd. says well, “This funda- 
mental vision contains all that may serve 
for terror to the enemies, and consolation 
to the friends, of Him that sitteth on the 
throne. ..”). 4.| The assessors of the 
enthroned One.—The construction with 
idod, partly in the nom., partly in the 
accus., still continues. And round the 


throne twenty-four thrones ( e. evidently 
smaller thrones, and probably lower than 
5 69sv0), and upon, the thrones the (well- 
known) twenty-four elders sitting (the 
aceus., either after eZ0orv understood, or 
more likely loosely placed with the nomi- 
natives after idov), clothed in white gar- 
ments, and on their heads golden crowns 
(these 24 elders are not angels, as main- 
tained by Rinck and Hofmann [Weiss. u. 
Erfiill. p. 325 f.], as is shewn [not by 
ch. v. 9, as generally argued,—even by 
Elliott, vol. i. p. 81 f: see text there: 
but] by their white robes and crowns, the 
rewards of endurance, ch. ii. 5, li. 10,— 
but representatives of the Church, as ge- 
nerally understood. But if.so, what, sort 
of representatives, and why 24 in num- 
ber? This has been variously answered. 
The usual understanding has been that of 
our earliest Commentator, Victorinus ; who 
says, “Sunt autem viginti quatuor, patres : 
duodecim Apostoli, totidem Patriarch.” 
And this is in all probability right in the 
main: the key to the interpretation being 
the analogy with the sayings of our Lord 
to the Apostles, Matt. xix. 28; Luke 
xxii. 80. That those sayings do, not re- 
gard the same session as this, is no argu- 
ment against the inference from analogy. 
Joachim brings against this view that 
the twelve patriarchs were not per- 
sonally holy men, and never are held up 
as distinguished in the Old Testament. 


But this obviously is no valid objection. It 
is not the personal characters, but the 
symbolical, that are here in question. It 
might be said with equal justice that the 
number of the actual Apostles is not defi- 
nitely twelve. It is no small confirmation 
of the view, that in ch. xv. 8, we find the 
double idea of the church, as made up of 
Old Testament and New Testament saints, 
plainly revealed to St. John; for he heard 
the victorious saints sing the song of 
Moses, and the song of the Lamb. See 
also ch. xxi. 12, 14, where the twelve gates 
of the New Jerusalem are inscribed with the 
names of the twelve tribes, and its twelve 
foundations with those of the twelve Apos- 
tles. Various other interpretations have 
been: that of Lyra, “ designantur universe 
cathedrales ecclesiz : que licet sint multe, 
tamen sub tali numero designantur propter 
concordantiam novi Testamenti ad vetus, 
in quo legitur, 1 Paralip. xxv., quod sanc- 
tus David volens augmentare cultum di- 
vinum, statuit viginti quatuor sacerdotes 
templo per hebdomadas successive minis- 
trantes, in sacra enim scriptura frequenter 
ponitur determinatus numerus pro inde- 
terminato:” that of Alcas., Calov., Vi- 
tringa, Zeger, Ewald, al., who explain the 
number similarly by the 24 courses of 
priests and their ,.heads,—the objection to 
which is, that these elders are not priests, 
their occupation in ch. v. 8 being simply 
connected with their representative cha- 
racter :—that of Grot., that the number is 
that of the presiding elders of the Jeru- 
salem church [a pure assumption]: that 
of Joachim, Heinrichs, Bleek, De Wette, 
that the number 12, that of the tribes of 
Israel, is doubled, to signify the accession 
of the Gentiles to the church : that of Pri- 
masius and Ansbert, that the doubling is 
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ch. xxi. 18, 21.) 
g ch. i. 18 reff. 


Andr Areth Primas Jer Cassiod. 


h ch. v. 6. 


avrov.) 


Areth: ins A n 33 (f 36-8, e sil) Andr. 


@ ch. xv.2 (bis) 
onlyt. (-Aos, 


fch.xxii.lonly. Num.x.7. Ezek. i. 99. (-Aifeev, ch. xxi. 11.) 


A rec om avrov, with A 18. 36-8 (27. 40 
Br, e sil) vss Andr: ins B rel syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth. (in B Qpovoy is 
for ai story, d corey A: warf: & evo b 1. 36. 


written over 
om ra B rel Andr-coisl 


6. rec om we, with b Andr Primas Tich: ins A B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl 


Areth., 


“propter geminum Testamentum, quin et 
in veteri et in novo eadem formatur Ec- 
clesia.” Besides these, there have been 
many fanciful reasons, deduced from nu- 
merical considerations: as e. g. that of 
Arethas in Catena, that 21 is 3 x 7, the 
combination of the number of perfection 
with that of the Holy Trinity, and then 3 
is added; &c. &c.). 5.] And out of 
the throne go forth (the tense is changed, 
and the narrative assumes the direct form, 
which, however, is immediately dropped 
again, and the accumulation of details 
resumed) lightnings and voices and thun- 
ders (the imagery seems to be in analogy 
with that in the Old Testament, where 
God’s presence to give His law was thus 
accompanied: cf. Exod. xix. 16; where 
dorparrai and gwvai occur in juxtaposition 
as here. If this idea be correct, then we 
have here represented the sovereignty and 
almightiness of God. And nearly so Vitr., 
Hengstb., Diisterd., al. De Wette and 
Ebrard understand God’s power over na- 
ture, De W. uniting it with what follows : 
see below. Grot. says, “ Fulgura et toni- 
trua significant minas Dei contra impios : 
voces sunt in ipsis tonitrubus, infra x. 3, 
i. e. non generaliter tantum minatur, sed 
et speciales ponas preedicit.” But there 
seems no ground for this): and seven 
lamps (the former construction is re- 
sumed) of fire burning before the throne 
[itself] (or, before his throne, viz. the 
. throne of the xca@npevoc), which are 
the seven spirits of God (see notes on 
ch. i. 4, v. 6. These seem to represent 
the Holy Spirit in his sevenfold work- 
ing: in his enlightening and cheering 
as well as his purifying and consuming 
agency. Somost Commentators. De W. 
and Ebrard regard the representation as 
that of the Holy Spirit, the principle of 
physical and spiritual life, which appears 
only wrong by being too limited. Heng- 
stenb. is quite beside the mark in con- 
fidently [as usual] confining the interpre- 
tation of the lamps of fire to the consum- 
Vou, IV. 


ing power of the Spirit in judgment. The 
fact of the parallel ch. v. 6 speaking of 
éxrd 6¢9adpol, and such texts as ch. xxi. 
23; Ps. cxix. 105, should have kept him 
from this mistake. The whole of this 
glorious vision is of a composite and two- 
fold nature: comfort is mingled with 
terror, the fire of love with the fire of 
judgment): and before the throne as it 
were a sea (the ds belongs to aX. tad., 
not to vad. alone as Bengel: so also in the 
parallel place, ch. xv. 2) of glass (not, 
« glassy,” as rendered by Elliott : vadivn 
describes not the appearance, but the ma- 
terial, of the sea: it appeared like a sea of 
glass—so clear, and so calm) like to crystal 
(and that not common glass, which among 
the ancients was as we see from its re- 
mains, cloudy and semi-opaque, but like 
rock crystal for transparency and beauty, 
as Victorinus, “aquam mundam, stabilem, 
non vento agitatam.” Compare by way of 
contrast, 7 caOnuévn ézi TOV VddTeV TOV 
arohdGv, the multitudinous and turbulent 
waters, ch. xvii. 1.—In seeking the expla- 
nation of this, we must first track the image 
from its O. T. earlier usage. There, in 
Exod. xxiv. 10, we have rai eldoy rév ré- 
mov ov eiornKer 6 Oedc Tov 'Iapanr: Kai 
Ta UTO TOS TOOaC av’ToOd Weel EPyoy Tiv- 
Oov cardgeipou, Kai dcrep eldog oTepewpa- 
Tog TOU ov’pavov TH KaBapidrynrt. Com- 
pare with this Ezek. i. 22, cai duoiwua 
unio Keparig avrHyv rév Cdwy weet ore- 
péwpa, we Spacic KpvoradXov, tererapé- 
voy tri Tay TrEeovywy a’ray éEravwOer. 
In Job xxxvii. 18 also, where the LXX 
appear to have gone quite astray, the sky 
is said to be “as a molten looking-glass.” 
If we are to follow these indices, the pri- 
mary reference will be to the clear ether in 
which the throne of God is upborne: and 
the intent of setting this space in front of 
the throne will be, to betoken its separa- 
tion and insulation from the place where 
the Seer stood, and indeed from all else 
around it. The material and appearance 
of this pavement of the ee seem chosen 
BR 
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A 36 vulg Iren-lat Primas Vict. 
36 (2. 13-6-7-8. 37-8-9. 40-9 Br, e sil). 


om last Zwoy B rel Andr-cois] Areth: ins Ah1ln 
rec mer@pevw, with rel 4 Iren-gr: txt AB 
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to indicate majestic repose and. ethereal 
purity. All kinds of:symbolic inter- 
pretations, more or less fanciful, have been 
given. Such are those of Victorinus 
[“< donum baptismi” ], Tichonius, Primas., 
Bede, Lyra, Calov., al..—of Joachim [ “in 
mari vitreo sacrum designatur scriptu- 
rarum volumen”],— of Alcas. [repent- 
ance], of Ribera [ego mare vitreum dici 
arbitror multitudinem hominum in terra 
viventium”], Parzeus, al.—of Vitringa 
[*id, quo clare intelligimus regnum Dei 
in Christo Jesu niti et fundari: id vero 
est a) certa et constans Dei voluntas, qua 
constituit regnum gratie habere inter ho- 
mines .... (8) gus certum et liquidum 
ejusmodi regnum gratie inter homines 
erigendi . .” |, Herder, al.,—of Bengel and 
Hengstb., that the sea of glass, on account 
of its being described as mixed with fire in 
ch, xv. 2, is “das Product der fieben 
Seuerlampen,” and [Ps. xxxvi. 6, “Thy 
judgments are a great deep” ] betokens 
the great and wonderful works of God, 
His righteous and holy ways. But as 
Diisterd. remarks, the parallel place, ch. v. 
6, where the seven lamps are seven eyes, 
precludes this :—of Aretius, Grot., and 
Ebrard, who, because the sea, in its stormy 
and agitated state, represents [ch. xvii. 
15} the nations of the earth in their god- 
less state, therefore the pure and calm sea 
represents [Ebr.] the creatures in their 
proper relation to their Creator, or [Aret. ] 
* cotum ecclesiv triumphantis,” or as 
Grot. strangely, and as De W. remarks, 
most unfelicitously, “summa puritas plebis 
Hierosolymitane ejus que Christo nomen 
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dederat: que puritas describitur Act. ii. 


et iv.” Diisterd. connects it, and in fact 
identifies it, with the river of the water of 
life, Xapzo. We koboradXov, which, ch. 
xxii. 1, proceeded out of the throne of God 
and the Lamb. But the whole vision there 
is quite distinct from this; and each one 
has its own propriety in detail. To iden- 
tify the two, is to confound them: nor 
does ch. xv. 2 at all justify this interpreta- 
tion. There, as here, it is the purity, 
calmness, and majesty of God’s rule which 
are signified by the figure). And in the 
midst of the throne (not, as Hengstb., 
under the throne: their movements are 
free, cf. ch. xv. 7. See below), and round 
about the throne (i. e. so that in the 
Apostle’s view they partly hid the throne, 
partly overlapped the throne, being sym- 
metrically arranged with regard to it, 1. e., 
as the number necessitates, one in the 
midst of each side), four living-beings 
(the E. V., “beasts,” is the most unfor- 
tunate word that could be imagined. A 
far better one is that now generally adopted, 
“living-creatures :”’ the only objection to 
it being that when we come to vv. 9, 11, 
we give the idea, in conjoining “ living- 
creatures”? and “ created” [éxrisac], of 
a close relation which is not found in the 
Greek. I have therefore preferred living- 
beings) full of eyes before and behind 
(this, from their respective positions, could 
be seen by St. John: their faces being 
naturally towards the throne. On the 
symbolism, see below). And the first 
living-being like to a lion, and the second 
living-being like to a steer (péoxos is 
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Victorin. 


not necessarily to be pressed to its proper 
primary meaning, as indicating the young 
calf in distinction from the grown bullock : 
the LXX use it for an ox generally, in 
Exod. xxii. 1; Levit. xxii. 23: also Exod. 
xxix. 10, and Gen. xii. 16), and the third 
living-being having its face as of a maa, 
and the fourth living-being like to a 
flying eagle. And the four living-beings, 
each (reff.) of them having (€xwv, the 
gender being conformed to that of the 
thing signified, see on gw)... Aéywr, 
ver. 1) six wings apiece (for the distribu- 
tive ava, see reff.), All round and within 
(I prefer much putting a period at &, to 
carrying on the construction ; as more in 
accord with the general style of this de- 
scription. Understand, after both 
KuKdd0ev, and éow9ev,—rHv mrepbywr: 
the object of St. John being to shew, that 
the six wings in each case did not inter- 
fere with that which he had before de- 
clared, viz. that they were full of eyes 
before and behind. Round the outside 
of each wing, and up the inside of each 
[half-expanded] wing, and of the part of 
the body also which was in that inside 
recess) they are full of eyes: and they 
have no rest by day and by night (jyépas 
kal vuktés may belong either to ava. 
ov« Ex., or to Aéyovrec. Partly on account 
of the kat, partly as a matter of the mere 
judgment of the ear, I prefer joining it 
with the latter) saying (the gender, see 
as above), Holy Holy Holy Lord God 
Almighty (so far is identical with the 
seraphim’s ascription of praise in Isa. vi. 3: 
mavrokoarwo answering usually in the 
LXX to nixzy, though not in that place. 
See Bengel’s remarks in note on Rom. 
ix. 29), which was, and which is, and 
which is to come (see on reff.). These 
four living-beings are in the main identical 
with the cherubim of the.O. T. [compare 
Ezek. i. 5—10, x. 20], which are called 
by the same name of living creatures 
[nvm], and are similarly described. We 
may trace however some differences. In 
Ezekiel’s vision, each living-being has all 
four faces, Hz. i. 6, whereas here the four 


rec (for yepouow) yeuorra, with 1.38(-9 ?) : txt A B rel vulg Andr Areth. 


belong severally, one to each. Again in 
Ezekiel’s vision, it is apparently the wheels 
which are full of eyes, Hz. i. 18; though 
in ch. x. 12, it would appear as if the 
animals also were included. Again, the 
having six wings apiece.is not found in ~ 
the cherubim of Ezekiel, which have four, 
Ez. i. 6,—but belongs to the seraphim de- 
scribed in Isa. vi. 2, to whom also [see 
above] belongs the ascription of praise 
here given. So that these are forms com- 
pounded out of the most significant par- 
ticulars of more than one O. T. vision. 

In enquiring after their symbolic 
import, we are met by the most remark- 
able diversity of interpretation. a) Our 
earliest .Commentator, Victorinus, may 
serve as the type of those who have under- 
stood them to symbolize the Four Evan- 
gelists, or rather, Gospels ;—“ Simile leoni 
animal, Evangelium secundum Marcum, in 
quo vox leonis in eremo rugientis auditur, 
vox clamantis in deserto, Parate viam Do- 
mini. Hominis autem figura Mattheus 
enititur enunciare nobis genus Marie unde 
carnem accepit Christus. Ergo dum enu- 
merat ab Abraham usque ad David et 
usque ad Joseph, tanquam de homine lo- 
cutus est. Ideo predicatio ejus hominis’ 
effigiem ostendit. Le aati i Za- 
charie offerentis hostiam pro populo, et 
apparentem sibi angelum dum enarrat, 
propter sacerdotium, et hostize conscrip- 
tionem, vituli imaginationem tenet. Joan- 
nes Evangelista aquilz similis, assumptis 
pennis ad altiora festinans, de verbo Dei 
disputat.” I have cited this comment at 
length, to shew on what fanciful and un- 
tenable ground it rests. For with perhaps 
the one exception of the last of the four, 
not one of the Evangelists has any inner 
or substantial accordance with the cha- 
racter thus assigned. Consequently these 
characteristics are found varied, and that 
in the earliest writer in whom the view 
can be traced, viz. Irenzeus, who [iii. 11, 8, 
p- 469, ed. Stieren ] makes the lion to be 
the gospel of St. John, which ryy dd 
Tov marpog nyemoviKny abrov....Kal 
%vdokoy yevedy dunyeirat: the steer that 
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of St. Luke, as above: the man, that of 
St. Matthew: the eagle, that of St. Mark, 
who a76 rot mpopntixoy mrebpatog TOU 
8 tov emidvrocg beg Perea THY 
apxiv émojoaro. So also Andreas in 
Cnteun But again apie’ e cons. 
evy. i. 6, attributes the 0 St. 3 wy ew, 
theanan to St. Mark, the steer to St. Luke, 
and the eagle to St, John. These’ notices 
may again serve to shew with what uncer- 
tainty the whole view is beset. 
nevertheless been adopted by Jerome [ Pro- 
log. ad evy.], Primas, Bede, and many 
others of old, and among the moderns by 
Williams [on the Study of the Gospels, 
pp. 1—92], Scott [Interpretation of the 
Apocalypse, p. 132, but making, as Aug. 
above, the lion = St. Matthew, the man 
= St. Mark, the ox = St. Luke, and the 
eagle = St. John], Wordsworth [Lectures 
on the Apoce. p. 116, who, as in his state- 
ments on the other details, so here, ascribes 
unanimity [see below] to the ancients: 
“in them the ancient church beheld a 
figure of the four gospels,” suppressing 
also the fact of discrepancies in the appli- 
cation to the individual gospels], &e. The 
principal of the other interpretations have 
been: ®) the 4 elements; so some men- 
tioned in the Catena; %) the 4 cardinal 
virtues: so Arethas, as cited by Corn.-a- 
fap., and generally: but not in the Catena: 
@#) the 4 faculties and_powers of the hu- 
man. soul 3; “homo est vis rationalis, leo 
irascibilis, bos concupiscibilis, aquila est 
conscientia, sive spiritus ;”—so Corn.-a-lap. 
refers to Sixtus Lenensis as citing Gree. 
Naz. from Orig. Hom. 1 on Ezekiel : 5) 
Our Lord in the f eat_e f 
Redemption: so a conjecture in the Catena 
Lowe nf kai dud rovdtrwy 1 oikovopia 
xosrou Onrovrau’ dtd Tov éovTOC, we 
Baowsicr dia dé TOU pboxou, We tEpEde, 
paXor OF wai tepeiovs Oia St Tov avOow- 
mov, we Ov rmac avdowOsicr did rod 
deTov, Wo xXopnyd¢.Tov Sworoiov mvedb- 
flarog «ai éri mavrac Kxararrayroc], 
Aretius, Ansbert [inter alia : for he tries to 
combine all possible interpretations which 
can relate to Christ and the Church]; 
€) the i a es: so Lyra, 
explaining the on = Jerusalem, “ propter 
constantiam ibi existentium,” citing Acts 
v. 29: the ow = Antioch, “quia fuit 
parata obedire mandatis Apostolorum in 


It has. 


Judea existentium, et quia (?) primo in ea 
vocati sunt discipuli Christiani:” the man 
= Alexandria, “nam in ea a principio 
fuerunt doctores docti non solum in literis 
divinis sed etiam humanis:” the eagle = 
Constantinople, “nam in ea fuerunt viri 
per contemplationem elevati, ut Gregorius 
Naz. et plures alii.” This is referred to by 
Corn.-a-lap., who ends characteristically, 
“He quatuor sunt in circuitu throni Dei, 
id est, Cathedree Romane, in qua sedet 


vicarius Dei:” ¥) the 4 great Apostles, 
&egter, “fervens animo et in hoc Jleont 
sl 


milis:” James the Lord’s brother, -be- 
cause “dos patientiam significat :” Mat- 
thew, “bonitate homo antecedit animantia 
cetera. Puto designari Mattheum qui 
diu dicitur mansisse in Judea” (?) : Apu 
because the eagle “celeritatem ministerii 
significat, quod certe Paulo proprium qui 
sepius Hierosolymis fuit. Et bene zero- 
pévw, quia semper erat in cursu:” so 
Grotius: §) all the doctors of the church : 
so Vitringa, al.: §) “in quatuor animali- 
bus istis quatuor speciales ordines desig- 
nati sunt, quorum primus pastorum est, 
secundus diaconorum, tertius doctorum, 
quartus contemplantium,” Joachim: 10) 
the 4. representatives of the N. T. church, 


many others: 4%) the 4 virtues of the 
Apostjes, ‘‘ magnanimitas, beneficentia, 
aquitas, sapientia,”—Alcasar [in De W.]: 
48) the _4 princi s, Corn.-a-lap., 
Laun., al.: 1) the angelic, or is-angelic, 
state. of the glorified church so Elliott, 
vol. 1. p. 87. But thus we have no ac- 
count given of the peculiar symbolism of 
these living-beings, nor of the part which 
they perform in the act of praise below. 
There are many other interpretations and 
ramifications of interpretation, hardly 
worth recounting. But the one which 
above all these seems to me to require our 
notice is that which is indicated in the rab- 
binical sentence cited by Schéttgen here: 
*Quatuor sunt qui principatum in hoc 
mundo tenent. Inter creaturas homo, in- 
ter aves aquila, inter pecora bos, inter 
bestias leo.” The four cherubic forms are 
the representatives of animated nature— 


of God’s sentient creation. In Ezekiel, each _ 
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vi. 26. 
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=1Tim.i 


\ 77 
XXvili 
1 Thess. iii. 9, 
ch. vii. 12 
xvi. 28. 


g Dan. iv. 21 
(34) Theod. 


9. dwowory B f112-6. 32-corr 39: Swot rel, dwoet 13. 27. 40: txt A 1. 18. 32!-3(-4, 


e sil)-6-8 Andr. 


evyapiorecac A: txt B rel. 
10. (homeotel atwywy last ver and this a 32.) 


Tw Opovw A: txt B rel. 
rec aft evxoor ins xat, with 33 


(4. 9. 16-7-8-9, 30-4-6 Bch’s-5-mss 90, e sil): om AB rel Andr Areth.—(«d’ B ghk1n 


10. 49. 50. 92.) 


form is compounded of the four. Here, 
the four forms are distinct. There [xxviii. 
12], where the prince of Tyrus is com- 
pared to one of them, it is called the im- 
pression of similitude, and the crown of 
beauty : in Isaiah vi. where the seraphim, 
which enter into the composition of these 
living beings, ascribe holiness to Jehovah, 
they ery, “ His glory is the fulness of the 
whole earth.” With this view, every thing 
that follows is in accordance. For when 
these, and the 24 elders, in vv. 9—11, fall 
doww before the throne, the part which 
these living-beings bear in the great chorus 
of praise is sufficiently indicated by the 
reason which is given for their a&og «i, 
viz. bri od Exticas Ta Wavra, Kai Oia rd 
O2Anpa cov noay Kai éxrioOncay. The 
objection brought against this view by 
Ebrard, viz. that Behemoth, the king of 
the waters, is not here represented, is 
mere trifling. He forgets that in the re- 
cord of creation, the noblest of the crea- 
tures sprung from the waters are not 
fishes, but birds; and that the eagle re- 
presents both. It is in strict accordance 
also with this view, that these living- 
beings are full of eyes, ever wakeful, ever 
declaring the glory of God: that they have 


each six wings, which doubtless are to_b 
tak oh as in Isa. yi. from which the figure 


| “omes—< with twain he covered his: face 


[reverence, in not venturing to look on the 
divine majesty ], and with twain he covered 
his feet [hwmilety, hiding his own created 
form fromthe glory of the Creator], and 
with twain he did-fly [obedience, readi- 


- ness to perform the divine commands]. 


This view is taken by the best of the 
modern Commentators: by Herder, De 
Wette, Rinck, Hengstb., Disterd. Ebrard 


- differs only in this, that he regards them 


as symbolic not of creation itself, but of 
the creative power of God. Stern, whose 
commentary on this whole passage is very 
able and beautiful, inclines rather to take 


Steph wpocevyover: txt A B rel Andr Areth, 


them as representing the power of divine 
grace within the church of God: but in 
his usual interpretation [see in p. 209, on 
édrav Owoovov, x.7.d.] treats them as 
“alles creaturliche Leben der Natur.’ 
See also my Hulsean Lectures for 1841, 
vol. i. Lecture ii. We have thus the 
throne of God surrounded by His Church 
and His animated world: the former re- 
presented by the 24 elders, the latter by 
the four living-beings. 9—11.] The 
everlasting song of praise of creation, in 
which the church joins. It is well ob- 
served by Diisterd., that the ground of 
this ascription of praise is not redemption, | 
which first comes in ch. v. 9 ff.,—but the, 
power and glory of God as manifested in 
Creation; so that the words of the elders } 
are in beautiful harmony with the praise 
of the four living-beings, and with the 
signification of the whole vision. And . 
whensoever the living-beings shall give 
(the future dwcovo. must not be pressed 
quite so strongly as is done by De Wette 
[so also Stern], “from henceforth for all 
the time to come: see ch. vii. 15 ff.: be- 
foretime it was not so, seeing that the 24 
elders have only assumed their place since 
Christ’s work of Redemption has been 
proceeding and His victory developing.” 
Still, it is more than a mere frequentative 
put for the regular subjunctive, as Diis- 
terd., after Vitr., Beng., Hengstb., and 
Ebr. It has a distinct pointing onward 
towards the future, implying eternal repe- 
tition of the act, which the subjunctive 
would not carry) glory and honour (i. ¢., 
recognition of His glory and honour) and 
thanksgiving (i. e., actual giving of 
thanks: the 3 accusatives are not strictly: 
co-ordinate in meaning) to Him that 
sitteth upon the throne, to Him that 
liveth to the ages of the ages, the twenty- 
four elders shall fall down before Him 
that sitteth upon the throne, and shall 
worship Him that liveth to the ages of 
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the ages (cf. ch. v. 8, xix. 4), and shall 
cast down their crowns (to disclaim all 
honour and dignity of their own, and ac- 
knowledge that all belongs to Him. See 
instances of casting down crowns cited in 
, Wetstein. .Cf. esp. Tacit. Ann. xv. 29: 
ad quam [effigiem Neronis] progressus 
Tiridates . . sublatum capiti diadema ima- 
gini subjecit ”) before the throne, saying, 
Thou art worthy, O Lord and our (Diis- 
terd. remarks that the par has a force 
here peculiarly belonging to the 24 elders, 
as representing the redeemed, and thus 
standing in a covenant relation to God 
nearer than that of the 4 living-beings. 
But we must not forget, that Creation is 
only a part of Redemption, Col. i. 20) 
God [the holy (One)], to receive the 
glory (thv 6. &e., as alluding to the doa 
&e., ver. 9, ascribed by the living-beings. 
The articles are improperly omitted in 
E. V.) and the honour and the might 
(observe that thy Svvapiw in the mouth 
of the 24 elders represents %yapioriay in 
that of the 4 living-beings. The elders, 
though themselves belonging to creation, 
in this ascription of praise look on creation 
from without, and that thanksgiving, 
which creation renders for its being, be- 
comes in their view a tribute to Him who 
called them into being, and thus a testi- 
mony to His creative power. And thus 
the reason follows): because Thou didst 
create all things (ta wdvra, “this uni- 
versal whole,” the universe), and on ac- 
count of Thy will (i. e., because Thou 
didst willit : “ propter voluntatem tuam,” 
as Vulg.: not durd) Deinen Willen, as 
Luther, which represents dia with a gen. 
“For thy pleasure,” of the E. V., intro- 
duces an element entirely strange to the 


om Kae exriaOnoav 


context, and, however true in fact, most 
inappropriate here, where the 67+ renders 
a reason for the a&urn¢e of 9 Soka, n 
Tyin, and 1 ddvaptc) they were ({oav, 
not = éyevnAynoayv, came into being, as 
De W., al.: for this it cannot signify : nor 
again, though thus the requirement of 
joayv would be satisfied, as Lyra, “in dis- 
positione tua ab eterno, antequam crea- 
rentur:” nor, as Grot., “erant jam ho- 
mines quia tu volueras, et conditi sunt, id 
est, tterwm conditi, per Christum:” nor 
again as Bengel, “all things were, from 
the creation down to the time of this 
ascription of praise and henceforward.” 
The best explanation is that of Diisterd., 
they existed, as in contrast to their pre- 
vious non-existence: whereby not their 
coming into being, but the simple fact of 
their being, is asserted. The re- 
markable reading ov« Reav is worth no- 
tice: “by reason of Thy will they were 
not, and were created :” i. e., “they were 
created out of nothing.” But in the 
double chance, that ob« may have arisen 
from the preceding ov, and that it may 
have been an escape from the difficulty 
of 7oav, 1 have not admitted it into the 
text) and were created (they both had 


their being,—ijoay ; and received it from 


an by a definite act of Thine,—écric@n- 
Cav). 

Cu. V. 1—14.] The book with seven 
seals, containing @ dei yevéoOar pera 
tavra, which the Seer was to be shewn, 
ch. iv. 1. None found worthy to open it 
but the Lamb, who takes it for this 
purpose, amidst the praises of the hea- 
venly host, of the church, and of the crea- 
tion of God. 

1.] The sealed book. And I saw (no- 
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tice, that from the general vision, in the 
last chapter, of the heavenly Presence of 
God, the scene is so far only changed that, 
all that remaining as described, a parti- 
cular incident is now seen for the first 
time, and is introduced by «ai eidov) 
(lying) on the right hand (i. e. the right 
hand was open, and the book lay on the 
open hand. So in ch. xx. 1, where see 
note. The common rendering, im the 
right hand, misses the ézt with the accus. 
Beza’s and Ebrard’s rendering, “on the 
right side of Him on the throne,” is 
shewn to be wrong by what follows ver. 7, 
where the Lamb takes the book é« tijs 
SeEvas rot KaOnpéivov emi Tr. O0.: see 
there. The lying on the open hand im- 
ports, that on God’s part there was no 
withholding of His future purposes as con- 
tained in this book. The only obstacle to 
unsealing it was as follows, ver. 3) of Him 
that sat upon the throne a book (i. e., “a 
roll of a book,” as in Ezek. 1.9 f. This 
explanation alone will suit the meaning of 
the word as applied to the contemporary 
practice regarding sacred writings. See 
also Jer. xxxvi. 2, 23; Zech. v. 2: and 
below) written within and behind (such 
scrolls, written not only, as commonly, on 
the inner side, but also on the outer, which, 
to one reading the inner, was behind [see 
below], are mentioned by Pliny, Epist. iii. 
5, who says of his uncle Pliny the elder, 
“tot ista volumina peregit, electorumque 
commentarios CLX mihi reliquit, opisto- 
graphos quidem et minutissime scriptos, 
qua ratione multiplicatur hic numerus :” 
by Lucian, Vitarum auctio, i. p. 549, | 
anoa dé cot Osppdy ~orar peoTH, Kai 
émicPoypadwv BiBriwy: by Juvenal, Sat. 
i. 6, “summi plena jam margine libri Scrip- 
tus et in tergo nondum finitus Orestes :” 
by Martial, viii. 22, “ Seribit in aversa 
Picens epigrammata charta.” This writing 
within and without, so that the whole roll 
was full, betokens the completeness of the 
contents as containing the divine counsels : 
there was no room for addition to that 
which was therein written. This would be 
of itself a sufficient reason for the fulness 
of the scroll. To see, as Elliott, i. p. 99; 
iii. p. 4, two divisions of written matter 
indicated, by the writing within, and by 
that on the back, correspondent to one 
another,.seems hardly warranted by the 


text), fast-sealed with seven seals (not, 
consisting of seven writings, each sealed 
with one seal, as Grot. [who joins cai 
éxic0. with kcarecgpayopu.|, Vitringa, 
Wetst., Storr, Ewald, al.: but one book, 
fastened with seven seals, which were 
visible to the Apostle. Various ingenious 
methods have been imagined, by which the 
opening of each of these seals may have 
loosened a corresponding portion of the 
roll: see e. g. the apocalyptic chart in 
Elliott, vol. i. p. 111, and its explanation, 
ib. note 2, p. 98. But they all proceed on 
the assumption that the roll in the vision 
was unfolded, which is no where to be 
gathered from the text. Nor have we any 
right to say that the separate visions 
which follow the opening of each seal are 
identical with separate portions of writing 
on the roll. These visions are merely sym- 
bolic representations of the progress of 
God’s manifestation of the purpose of His 
will; but no portion of the roll is actually 
unfolded, nor is any thing read out of the 
book. Not its contents, but the gradual 
steps of access to it, are represented by 
these visions. What is im that book, shall 
not be known, until yywoucO7 raic dpyaic 
kai Taic éEovciate ty Toic érrovparviorc did 
Tig ékeAnoiac 7» moAvToOiKiA0g Copia Tov 
Geo, Eph. iii. 10: till those material events, 
which marked the gradual opening of the 
sum of God’s purposes, are all past, and 
the roll is contemplated in its complete- 
ness by the spirits of the glorified here- 
after. This completeness is here set forth 
to us again by the mystic number seven. 
See some excellent remarks on the entire 
distinctness of the opening of the seals, and. 
the reading of the book, in Corn.-a-lap., 
p. 77 ¢ :—* nihil enim in libro legi poterat, 
nisi post resignationem omnium septem 
sigillorum: omnibus enim reseratis, tunc 
demum aperiri et legi potuit liber, non 
ante.” So also Ribera, p. 197: “calami- 
tates ille que sigillis continebantur, prius 
omnes pene venture erant, quam ea que 
in libro scripta erant, apparerent et cognos- 
cerentur.” An enquiry here arises, 
What is represented by this Book ? Opi- 
nions have been very various. 1) Some of 
our earliest Commentators understood by 
it the Old Testament : or the Old and New 
conjoined. So, apparently, Orig. [ Hom. on 
Ezek. xiv. vol. xiv. ed. Lomm. p. 176; 
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r Rev. (pas- 
sim) only, 
exc. Rom. iv. : 
11, 1 Cor. ix.2. 2Tim.ii.19. Hagg. ii. 24. 


where after quoting our vv. 2—5, he says, 
“quamdiu nou venit Deus meus, clausa 
erat lex, clausus sermo propheticus, velata 
lectio veteris testamenti.” But again, he 
says, ) yap masa yoagn éorey 1 Ondov- 
pévn Ova rij¢ BiBAov: so that he can 
hardly be safely quoted for this view], 
Euseb. [Demonstr. Evy. viii. 2, p. 386,— 
moiag O& oppayidac, } THY TpopyTwY 
rac aoadgeiac ;], Epiphanius [vol.i. p. 454, 
boa yap mv év vopw cai év rpophratc 
okorEevd kat aivtypaTwon, TavTa 6 KUpLOC 
@Kovounoe Oid TOU ayiov mvEdparog Ei¢ 
ypov owrnpiay TH dovtrdAw aire lwavyy 
amoxadiat|, Hippolytus [ed. Lagarde, p. 


158. 29 ff., Ore O& ra madara did vopov 


kai mpognrav Asdadnpiva Tavra av 
topoaytopéva Kk. dyywora Toig avOowrotg 
brdoxovra Hoatac Aéye (xxix. 11).... 
Ta py ody TadraL ~oppayiopéva vu did 
Tie Xaptrog Tov KUpio”v TaYTa ToIg ayiotg 
Hvepyeyv. adroc yap Hv n Tega OPpayic 
kai KXéic 1) éexAnoia, 6 avoiywy Kal ob- 
Oeic KAEiet, K.T.A.. WC Iwavyne héyet. Kal 
mdAtv 6 abrécg gyno Kal eldov, «.r-d. Our 
vv. 1, 2 and 6, 9], Andreas [Bi®BAog dé Kai 
 Tpopnreia vostrat | ;—Victorinus [in 
dextera autem sedentis super tribunal liber 
scriptus intus et foris, signatus sigillis sep- 
tem, vetus testamentum significat, quod 
est datum in manibus Dei nostri’’], Pri- 
masius, Bede [‘heee visio mysteria nobis 
Sancte Scripture per incarnationem Do- 
mini patefacta demonstrat. Cujus unitas 
concors vetus testamentum quasi exterius, 
et novum continet interius:” and so Au- 
gustine ], Tichonius [similarly to Bede }, Hi- 
lary [Prol. to Comm. on Psalms, p. 611 F, 
“ Liber iste, et preeterita et futura in his 
que intus et foris scripta erant continens, 
anemine dignus est aperiri &c..... Sed 
vicit leo ex tribu Jude &e.: quia solus 
septem illa . .. . signacula quibus liber 
clausus est, per sacramentum corporationis 
su et divinitatis absolvit. Id ipsum au- 
tem Dominus post resurrectionem testatus 
est, dicens Quoniam oportet omnia im- 
pleri que scripta sunt in lege Moysis et 
in prophetis, et in psalmis de me.” But 
see more on Hilary under 2) below], 
Ambrose [Comm. in Psal. exviii ?, ‘legisti 
in Apocalypsi quod Agnus librum signatum 
aperuit, quem nullus ante aperire poterat. 
Quia solus Dominus Jesus in evangelio 
suo prophetarum zenigmata et. legis mys- 
teria revelayit; solus scientiz clavem de- 
tulit, et dedit aperire nobis”], Jerome 
[Comm. on Is, xxix. 9—12: “Sed autem 
de tribu Juda Dominus Jesus Christus est, 
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t. 6 
2 Kal ELOOV 


ayyedov 


qui solvit signacula libri, non proprie unius, 
ut multi putant, Psalmorum David, sed 
omnium Scripturarum, que uno scripte 
sunt Spiritu sancto, et propterea unus liber 
appellantur” ], al.: and so Joachim, Gre- 
gory the Great, Haymo, Ansbert [as Bede 
above], the glossa ordinaria [the same], 
Aquinas, al. I have given several of the 
above testimonies at length, as helping us 
to estimate this view. For it will appear 
from them, that the opening of the seals 
was very generally by these fathers and 
interpreters taken to mean, the fulfilment, 
and consequent bringing to light, of O. T. 
prophecy by the events of Redemption as 
accomplished in the Person of our Lord. 
But, if so, then this view cannot consist 
with what follows in the Apocalypse. For 
manifestly the opening of the seals, as noti- 
fied by the symbolic visions belonging to 
each, does not relate to things past, but 
to things which were yet future when this 
book was written. Nor can this apparent 
consensus of the early, expositors be cited, 
as it has been e.g. by Dr. Adams [“ Sealed 
Book, &e.” pp. 82 ff], in support of any 
other view than theirs, in which this Book 
shall still represent the O. T. Such for 
example is that of Dr. Adams himself, who 
regards the opening of the sealed book as 
symbolizing a future republication of the 
genuine text of the O. T., by which the 
Jewish people is to be converted. The 
untenableness of this view appears at once, 
if only from [so to speak] its touching the 
apocalyptic course of visions at this point 
only, and finding no justification or expan- 
sion in any of the symbolic visions accom- 
panying the opening of the seals. 2) 
Some have held the Book to be Christ 
Himself : so Hilary [(?) as cited by Corn.- 
a-lap. from the Prologue to the Psalms, 
“ Liber, ait, hic est Christus, quia Christus 
est hujus libri materia et argumentum :” 
and, “sigilla septem, ait Hilarius, sunt 
septem precipua Christi mysteria, &c.” 
But the words are not found in that pro- 
logue}, Etherius [Bibl. Patr. xiii. 379 H], 
Pascasius [ib. xiv. 359 c]. But for the 
same reasons as above, neither can this be 
held. 3) Wetstein takes it to be “li- 
bellus repudii a Deo scriptus nationi Ju- 
daice :’ which for the same reason falls 
to the ground. 4) Schéttgen, “senten- 
tiam a Judice et patribus ejus conscriptis 
in hostes ecclesie conceptam:” and simi- 
larly in the main, Hengstenberg: but this 
view, though strongly defended by Hengstb., 
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x. 1. xviii. 21. 


\ a = : 
TO BiBAtov kat’ Avoat Tac oppayioac avtou; ® Kat ovdeie $2 St? 


> , a » an a Lol 

novvarto éy TW ovpavy os ave | ovoe El THC yc ovo’ “ uro- 
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kat eyw KkAatov ToAv Ort ovosic ° a&toc evoOn avotgat 


4 


u = John i. 27. 
constr., Luke 


xv. 21. 
Acts xiii. 25. 
ch. iv. 11. 

v John i. 27. 
Acts xxvii. 
41. Gen. 

x = here only. 


xiii. 37. w Exod. xx. 4, 


2. rec om ev, with h m n 1. 17.36-8 (27. 37. 49 Br, e sil) Orig-ed Epiph Andr-a: ins 


A 8B rel Orig-mss Andr Areth. 


rec ins sory bef aéztoc, with 1. (19, e sil) vulg 


Primas ; aft a&coc B rel Andr Areth: om A h frag-n, 4. 10-2-7. 36-7-8. 49 Bt, Orig Epiph. 
[frag-n. = a few verses written a 2nd time on p. 18 of cod. n.] 
3. rec om ayw, with Amn 14. 10. 33. 51 (h 2. 4. 17-8-9. 37. 47-9 Br, e sil) vulg Orig 


Epiph Andr Areth Cyp 


r Hil Primas: ins B rel syr-dd Andr-coisl. 


ovre (thrice) 


Bacdefgjkm 4. 6. 13-8-9. 26-7. 30-2-4-5-6, 42-8. 50. 90, (twice) b frag-n, 51, 1st 


time 33, 2nd time 38, and (3d time) 116. 33-8. 


ovde um. T. y. aft avro 1. om 


from ovde BAe. up to ovre BAEz. in next ver A k. 


chapters. 5) Alcasar holds it to be that 
part of the Apocalypse which treats of the 
opening of the seven seals [ch. vi.—xi. ]: 
and nearly so Hengstb. also, except that 
he allows only from vi. 1 to viii. 1 for this 
portion. But both are obviously wrong, 
seeing that the opening of the seventh seal 
evolves a series of symbolic actions which 
only ends with the book itself. So that 
this comes to 6) the Book being = 
the Apocalypse itself: so Corn.-a-lap., 
seeing in the seven seals that part relating 
to their opening, and after that regarding 
the subsequent visions concerning Anti- 
christ and the end of the world, as the 
contents of the book itself. But he seems, 
in concluding his paragraph, to resolve 
this view into the wider one. 7) that 
the Book represents “divine providentize 
concilium et preefinitio, qua apud Se statuit 
et decrevit facere vel permittere, &e.” ‘This 
is very nearly that of Areth. [in Catena, 
ri O& TO BiBAloy; 7 mavoogog Tov Deou 
kai aveTidnntog pynun, hy Kai 0 moo- 
gntn¢g AaBid Kai Mwvoie mwapednrov, 6 
piv Ove tov "Emi 76 BiBXioy cov wavrec 
yoaphoovrar 6 5é dud Tov Kapé éadewpor 
ge Tig BiBAov Heo éyopabac |, Lyra [ “liber 
iste est divina scientia, in qua omnia sunt 
scripta”’], Vitringa, Mede [“ codex fati- 
dicus seu consiliorum Dei” |], Ewald, De 
Wette, Stern, Diisterd., al. And this is, 
in the main, my own view. We may ob- 
serve, that it is in fact but a limitation 
of this meaning, when many understand 
the Book to contain the prophetic fortunes 
of the Church of Christ : but also that it is 
a limitation which has arisen from the mis- 
take, noticed above, of confounding the 
opening of the seals with the reading of 
the contents of the book. Those succes- 
sive openings, or if we will, the fortunes 
and periods of the Church and world, are 


but so many preparations for that final 
state of perfection in which the Lamb shall 
reveal to the Church the contents of the 
Book itself). 2.] And I saw a strong 
angel (the epithet ioxvupév is by no means 
superfluous, but corresponds to the gwry 
ptyaXy below, which, as appears by what 
followed, penetrated heaven and earth and 
Hades. Compare ch. x. 1, 3 and notes) 
proclaiming in (reff.; the voice is the ve- 
hicle, or investiture, of the thing pro- 
claimed) a loud voice, Who is worthy (see 
reff. &Evos here = ixavdc Matt. viii. 8) 
to open the book and to loose the seals 
of it? and no one was able, in heaven 
[above], nor yet upon the earth, nor yet 
under the earth (in Hades, the place of 
departed spirits: not, as Grot., 7m mari), 
to open the book, nor yet to look on it 
Gf we were reading’an ordinary Greek 
sentence, this ovSé would introduce a cli- 
max, which would rule the meaning to 
be, “nor even so much as to look upon 
the book,” lying there closed as it did. 
But the somewhat indiscriminate use of 
ovdé in the former clause, in which no 
such climax can be intended, removes this 
necessity, and enables us to take Bdéwey 
of an act subsequent to the davotEat,— 
the looking on the book, with a view to 
read it. For the claim to open the book 
must be founded on a claim of worthiness 
to see that which was contained in it). 

4.| And I (éya emphatic, ‘I, for 
my part’) wept much, because no one 
was found worthy to open the book nor 
to look upon it (“per hunc fletum desig- 
natur Johannis desiderium de sciendo ec- 
clesize futurum processum.” Lyra. It had 
been promised to him, ch. iv. 1, that he 
should be shewn future events : and now 
it seemed as if this promise were about to 
be frustrated by the lack of one worthy to 
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1. 4). xii, 91 
bis. 


Cr . Qn 
z Gen. xlix. 9. Tac emTa opeayioac auTou. 


a ch, xxii. 16. 
Isa. i. 1, 10. 
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bch. iv. 6. see oh. vii.17. Gup., eh. i. 18 reff. 


4. vee (for modu) oda (with none of our mss): wodAoe 1 copt: txt (B) rel Andr 


Areth, multum vulg lat-ff.—odvy B 92. 


rec aft avot%ar ins Kat avayvwvar, with 


h 1. 10-7. 36. 49 (37-9 Br, e sil) Andr: aft ByB\voy, arm: om B rel vss Orig Epiph Andr- 


coisl Areth. 


5. ree ins wy bef 2nd ex, with 1 Andr-p: om A B rel Orig Eus_Epiph 


Andr Areth. 


avo£at A 1. 10-7. 36-8. 49. 51 (bh 1 w 16. 37-9 Br, e sil) vulg copt 


Orig Epiph Andr lat-ff: avoag 90: avorywy 33: o avolywy B rel Andr-coisl 


Areth. 


ree ins Avoat bef rac ewra, with (41, e sil) vulg-ed (with demid lipss, agst 


am fuld &¢) Andr-p Cypr Jer: om A B rel 4 vss Orig Epiph Andr Hil. 
6. ree aft cat evdoy [voy Bf 33 &c: simly elsw] ins cat edov, with m 34-5 vulg (not 
lips-5): kat wov cat, omg edoy, A: txt Brel vss Andr Areth Iren-lat Cypr Primas. 


open the book. There was no weakness 
of faith, as Hengstb. fancies: indeed such 
a supposition is entirely out of place here : 
St. John is in this book the simple re- 
cipient of the Apocalypse : for that he is 
summoned to the heavenly scene, for that 
he is waiting in humility: but that now 
seems to be precluded, and his tears 
burst forth in the earnestness of disap- 
pointed desire after the fulfilment of, the 
promise. Christ, as the opener of the 
book, is not yet revealed to him: and to 
have him anticipating that revelation by 
the power of his individual faith, would 
be to put him out of his place and violate 
consistency). 5.| And one from 
among the elders (“dicunt aliqui,” says 
Lyra, “quod fuit Mattheus evangelista, 
qui dixit in persona Christi, Data est 
mihi omnis potestas in coelo et in terra :”? 
lre himself preferring Peter, who had be- 
fore this suffered martyrdom, and who 
was “unus, id est, primus, inter Apos- 
tolos.” But see the interpretation of the 
elders above, ch. iv. 4. The elders, in their 
triumphant place round God’s throne, 
know better than the Evangelist, yet 
clothed with the infirmities of this earthly 
state, the nature and extent of the vic- 
tory and glory of Christ. It is the 
practice of the book to introduce the 
heavenly beings thus talking with the 
Seer: cf. ch. vi. 1 ff.; vii. 18f.; x.4, 8 ff ; 
xvii. 1; xix. 9; xxi. 9, &e.; xxii. 8, &e. 
saith to me, Weep not: behold (the idov 
serves to present before him the scene of 
which he says in the next verse cai eldov 
.....) the Lion which is from the 
tribe of Judah (from ref. Gen.: the lion, 
as victorious: from the tribe of Judah, 
as the Messiah of promise, sprung from 
among the brethren of the Seer, and so 


carrying more comfort to him), the root 
of David (from ref. Isa.: i. e. the branch 
or sucker come up from the ancient ‘root, 
and so representing it: not, as Calov., al., 
the divine root which brought forth David, 
—to which Vitringa also approaches very 
near :—-for the evident design here is to 
set forth Christ as sprung from the tribe 
of Judah and lineage of David, and His 
victory as his exaltation through suffering, 
ver. 6), conquered (as De W. well remarks, 
this word needs no comparison with any 
Hebrew usage to explain it [so Vitringa: 
“vox Hebreea 133 circa recentiora tempora 
reip. Hebr. receptissima fuit hoe usu ut 
significaverit mereri, dignum esse, haberi 
vel censeri: imo etiam simpliciter obti- 
nere, nancisci provinciam vy. munus ad- 
ministrandum.” And so the majority of 
Commentators, as E. V., “hath prevailed 
to open:”? most of all Ewald, “ Messiam a 
Deo veniam hance petiisse et impetrasse”’], 
but is simply to be taken as standing in its 
proper sense in a pregnant construction. 
The usual rendering loses sight of the vic- 
tory of Christ, and of the uniform sense in 
which the verb a««¢v is constantly used in 
this book. The aor. must not be resolved 
into a perfect, but points to the past event 
of that great victory, by virtue of which 
the opening is in His power), [so as] to 
open (construction, see above. The reading 
6 dvolywv is admitted by Tisch. into the 
text, and stands on nearly the same au- 
thority as dvoi~ar. On the one hand, we 
might say as Diisterd., that it has been an 
easing of the construction: on the other, 
avoiéa may have come in from its use three 
times above, as an emendation of the some- 


-what startling present participle. If6 dvot- 


yov is read, then the victory of Christ is ab- 
solutely asserted by évicgoev, and the part. 


ore ot) 
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only. J. Exod. xii. 6, 
heh.ie4. i Heb.i. 14. I 
ch, viii.5, Winer, edn. 6, p. 243, § 40. 4. 


rec eyoy, with 1. 10 &c: txt A Bln 33-6, 


j 47: txt A (30?) 51 (m 88, e sil) Andr-p. 


zeth Tich : ins B rel vss Andr Areth Iren-lat Cypr Firm. 


para (with 40, e sil): txt A B rel. 
41-2 (Br, e sil): om AB rel. 
A: omn: txt B rel Andr Areth. 


f Rey. only (eh. ix. 13 al8.), exc. Luke i. 69, Dan. vii. 7. 
sa. Vi. 6. see Zech, iv. 10, 


vi. 4, 9. xiii. 
8, 8. xviii. 
24. 1John 
iii. 12 (bis) 

g Zech. iii. 10. 
j perf. as aor., 


for ot, & B rel Andr Areth: ariwa 
om extra A 12 am! (with fuld harl!) 
ree rov 9e0uv bef rvev- 


ree ins ra bef az., with 1 (n?) 4. 6. 18-6. 37. 
rec ameoraApeva, with 1. 38. 49: amecradpevor 


7. rec aft sAnger ins ro BiBdtov, with | 1-marg. 16. 36(-9, e sil) am? (with lips-6 tol) 


copt Cypr Primas: ins aft Qp0v0u 38 


-ed Andr Areth; rnv (= rnv BiBAov?) B: 


om A rel am! (with demid’fuld harl! lipss) eth arm Andr-coisl!. 


expresses He that openeth, i. e. whose office 
it is to open) the book and (in order to 
that) its seven seals. 6.] The vision 
of the Lamb. And I saw in the midst 
of the throne and of the four living- 
beings, and in the midst of the elders 
(the words seem to indicate the middle 
point before the throne; whether on the 
glassy sea [De W.] or not, does not ap- 
pear; but certainly not on the throne, 
from what follows in the next verse. ép- 
peéow is repeated, as advapécoy in Levit. 
xxvil. 12, 14) a lamb (the use of apviov, 
the diminutive, as applied to our Lord, is 
peculiar to the Apocalypse. It is difficult 
to say what precise idea is meant to be con- 
veyed by thisform. Elsewhere, it is auvdc, 
John i. 29, 36; 1 Pet. i. 19; Acts viii. 
82: and as duyvoc is found in Isa. liii. 7, 
from which the figure here is taken, the 
alteration of the word appears to be pur- 
posely made. Possibly, as De W., it may be 
to put forward more prominently the idea 
of meekness and innocence) standing (i.e. 
in its natural living position: the word is 
probably chosen on account of what im- 
mediately follows. Though we topaypé- 
vor, it was not lying, but standing), as if 
slain (i.e. retaining the appearance of 
death-wounds on its body : looking as if it 
had been slain: ef. ch. 1.18. So the ma- 
jority of Commentators : cf. especially Vi- 
tringa ;—“vivens equidem, verumtamen 
insignitum nota majoris alicujus in jugulo 
volucris, et conspersum sanguine.” Kbrard 
is quite wrong in supposing that the we 
has any emphasis on it: it merely serves 
to solve the apparent paradox lying in the 
juxtaposition of éornkoc and éogaypévor), 
having (the gender again is that not of 
the thing expressed, but of the thing sig- 


nified. See above, ch. iv. 1) seven horns 
(the horn is the well-known emblem of 
might: cf. 1 Sam. ii. 10; 1 Kings xxii. 
11; Ps. exii. 9, exlviii. 14; Dan. vii. 7, 
20 ff., viii. 3 ff; ch. xvii. 3 ff. The per- 
fect number seven represents that “all 
power is given unto Him in heaven and 
earth,” Matt. xxviii. 18) and seven eyes, 
which (eyes) are the seven spirits of 
God in their sending forth into the whole 
earth (i. e. which eyes represent the 
watchful active operation of God’s Spirit 
poured forth through the Death and by 
the victory of the Lamb, upon all flesh 
and all creation. The weight of the 
whole sentence lies on the predicative 
anarthrous present participle amwooreA)é- 
preva.” As the seven burning lamps before 
the throne represented the Spirit of God 
immanent in the Godhead, so the seven 
eyes of the Lamb represent the same 
Spirit in his sevenfold perfection, proflu- 
ent, so to speak, from the incarnate Re- 
deemer: busied in His world-wide and 
world-long energy: the very word azo- 
orehASpeva reminding us of the apostolic 
work and church,—and its tense betoken- 
ing repetition, and endurance to the end. 

Observe, ot eiovy does not as Bede 
[“Spiritus in Christo septiformis propter 
eminentiam potestatis cornibus, propter 
illuminationem gratis comparatur ocu- 
lis” ], Bengel, De W., al., refer to both 
képara and 6¢@adpoi: this would be of 
course grammatically possible, but it 
seems otherwise decided here both by the 
context, and by Zech. iv. 10: émrd ovroe 
bpOaApot sioty Kupiov, ot émiBdETovTEC 
[E. V. which run to and fro; Heb. 
Dropiwe, from wrw, remigare, cursitare | si¢ 
maicayv THY yijv). %.| The Lamb 
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‘ / Yj ‘ ' Ne oy, cal \ ¢ of 
i100r.xiv.7. 8 al Ore EAaGev ro iBAiov, ra tésoepa Coa Kal Ot ElKo- 
xv. 3 only. , 


U Y ? a? ’ oe i 
Gen. iv. 2lal. OF TEGoAOEC moea[3UTEpot ET egav EVWTLOV TOU aovulou, EX OVTEC +0. 9. 
» k Rev. only, . 


: ; ke a ~ 1 eg ma . 

chav 7. exaoToc )KOapav Kat *ptadag xpyoac -yeuovoac Bujeta \ 7. 30. 32 
Si docx. ’ , ’ eon ‘ Pe wee » 42. 

ey, MaTWY, al Ceo at “mpocevyat twv ? aylwy. eet ie 


20. 
lch. iv. 6 reff. 
Lukei.10. Tobit xii. wa o—ch.i.19,20. 1 Cor. x. 4 reff. 
in Epp. ch. viii.3,4al, Ps. xv. 3. 


8. rec execoy, with B rel: om 36: txt A19. 26-7. 42-9. rec xOapas, with 
k 1 10-7-8. 30-6. 49. 51 (e h 16. 37-9 Br, e sil) vulg Andr Areth, Cypr Primas: txt A B 


m Rev. only (viii. 8, 4, xviii. 13), exc. Luke 1.10, 11, Exod. xxx. 1. n Ps. cxl.2. (see 90. BN 


p= Acts ix. 13. Rom. 1.7, and passim 


rel syr-dd copt «th arm Andr-a?-coisl Areth, Hil. 


takes the Book. And he (or, z¢) came 
and took (not, ‘veceived,’ as Ebrard. The 
book lay on the open hand of Him that 
sat on the throne, for any to take who 
was found worthy. That “das Sud 
tiberreidjen”? which Ebrard insists on, is 
found not here, but in the previous de- 
scription : and to introduce it here, con- 
fuses the distinctness of the symbolism. 

The perfect eiAngey apparently 
cannot be pressed: see reff.) it (i. e. the 
Book; cf. next verse) out of the right 
hand of Him that sat upon the throne 
(Vitringa’s enquiry, whether we are to 
imagine the Lamb to have had partly a 
human form and hands, is rightly dis- 
missed by Diisterd. as “ unndthig und 
gefdmacklos ”’). 8.] Song of praise 
following thereupon. And when he took 
(the aor. €daBev is not an imperfect, 
“when he was taking,” “ale es nabm,” 
Luth.: nor again is it a pluperf. “when 
he had taken,’ as EK. V. [our idiom per- 
haps so requiring it]; and many Commen- 
tators [even De W. and Diisterd.] ;—but 
a pure past: the context, and not the 
word itself, indicating that the act to be 
described was subsequent to that thus ex- 
pressed. And so in all places commonly 
cited for aorists “put for” pluperfects) 
the book, the four living-beings and the 
twenty-four elders fell down before the 
Lamb (who shares the divine throne, and 
honour, and worship, ef. ver. 13; ch. xxii. 
1; and ch. iii. 21), having each [of them] 
(Exovres Exaoros apparently applies only 
to the elders: not for any grammatical 
reason, but on account of the symbolism : 
for 1) it is unnatural to suppose 
figures described as the four living-beings 
are, having harps or vials; and even if 
this is not to be pressed [see above on ver. 
7], yet 2) it is inconsistent with the 
right view of the four living-beings, as 
representing creation, that they should 
present the prayérs of the Saints) a harp 
(k\8apa, properly a zithern or kind of 
guitar: the harp of David, which the 
LXX call «vipa in 1 Kings xvi. 16, 23, 
al., but always «t@apa in the Psalms, is 


described by Josephus, Antt. vii. 12. 3, 
 pév kivipa, d&ka yxopdaic tEnupévn, 
romrerar TAnKTow: and then he adds, 7 
6& vaBra, Owoeka POdyyouc Exovca, ToIG 
Saxridore kpovserat. But David, in the 
passages above cited, appears to have 


’ played with his hand: so that perhaps the 


kuvtpa or «iOapa was played in both 
ways), and golden vials (cups, or bowls : 
or, by the context, censers) full of incense 
(Ovptapa is generally used in the plural, 
e. g. Herod. ii. 86, dinOéovor Ouvpenpacr 
TeTplmpéevorot: Vill. 99, &vpiwy Ouvpen- 
para), which (at might well have 6v- 
prapdrwy for its antecedent, being fem. 
to suit zpocevyai below: but it is per- 
haps more likely that g:ddag is its antece- 
dent—each vial being full of incense) are 
(represent: see reff.) the prayers of the 
saints (see reff.: especially ch. viii. 3: Ps. 
exl. 2, carevOur0ynrw 1) Tpocevyh pov we 
Oupiapa évwrtov cov. The twenty-four 
elders, representing as they do the whole 
church of God, are represented as offering 
the praises and the prayers of the whole 
church : the harps representing the former, 
the censers the latter. Of any thing ap- 
proaching intercession on the part of the 
glorified saints for the church below, or 
indeed of the glorified saints at all, there 
is not the least mention, nor does this 
passage at all touch the question of the 
fact of such intercession. In the division 
of the two employments, the most of 
prayer falls to the lot of the church in 
trial, and the most of praise to the church 
in glory: and this is perhaps the reason 
why, while they have harps on ‘which they 
themselves play, they only offer or present 
the vials of incense. De W. remarks, that 
the Writer of the Apocalypse seems not to 
know any.thing of the intercessory office 
of Christ. But that office is prominent 
through this whole scene. What is the 
lamb as it had been slain—what the 
Hyopacag TH Oe@ Ev Ty aipari cov, but 
recognitions of it P It underlies the 
whole book): and they sing (why pre- 
sent? Is it because the sound still lin- 
gered in his ears? Or more probably, as 
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see Ps. xxxii. 


8. ONG 1 es 

ras above (q 
\ ’ , Eph. 

0 kal ¥ éroinoac sno RPh, 
= 16 only. 


to \ , \ e cod \ UU 
avtouc ¥ BaotAetay Kat ¥ lgpeic, Kat * BactAsvovew emt THC g ver. 2 


vic. 
ch. xiv. 3, 4. Vv 
7. xiv.6.) Dan. iii. 4 Theod-F. 


9. adwow A. 


Kal slOov, Kal Kovea pwvny ayyéAwy ToAAwYy 


ch.v.9. Eph, if. 13 al. 
y ch. i. 6. 


ver. 6. 
u=1Cor.vi. 
20. vii. 23. 
2 Pet. ii. 1. 
w=2 John 4. x ch. vii. 9. (xi. 9. xiii. 
zRom.v.17. 1Cor.iv.8, ch. xx. 6. 


rec aft rw Oew add nyac, with B rel (4 copt Cypr); pref, ¢ 1m 


16. 34-5-9 vulg arm ; add nuwy 8 44: om A ewth.— (4 harl’ copt Cypr Fulg om 


Tw Ow.) 


10. rec (for avrovc) nuac, with (41, e sil) Andr-coisl Areth: txt AN B rel 1 am(with 


al but not fuld &c) syr-dd copt eth Andr. 
vss Andr Areth: om A. 
txt AX vulg copt Cypr Primas Fulg Idac. 


rec adds rw Oew nuwyv, with X B rel 1 


rec (for Baotheay) Baorderc, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: 


wparecay XR. rec (for Baot\¢v- 


ovov) Baorrevootper, with (26-7. 41, e sil) Areth Primas Firm: BaowWsvoovortr XN rel 1 
am(with harl tol lips-5, agst demid lipss) copt Andr Areth lat-ff: txt ABabefgln 


12. 37-8. 48. 51. 90. 


11. ins we bef gwynv B? rel syr-dd copt Andr Areth Fulg Cassiod: om A B'n 17 


describing their special and glorious office 
generally, rather than the mere one par- 
ticular case of its exercise?) a new song 
(new, because the occasion was new ; the 
manifestation of the worthiness of the 
Lamb calls forth fresh words springing 
from fresh and living thoughts. These 
words which follow could not be spoken 
except by those who had seen Christ’s 
redemption complete ; therefore they must 
needs be new), saying, Thou art worthy 
to take the book and to open the seals 
of it: for Thou wert slain, and didst 
redeem (the object is not expressed, nor 
need it A : see similar wastes with 
ge, Matt. xxv. 8; 1 John iv. 13. The 
ypac, which is in the MSS. added or 
prefixed to the verb, has copsiderahle 
authority, but on the whole seems more 
Fike fo have been jnsested, considering 
Ene prove ent early interpretation of the 
elders as Apostles and _ Prophets, than 
omitted because they were imagined to be 
angels) to God through (év, as the ve- 
hicle, and conditioning element of re- 
demption) thy blood out of every tribe 
and tongue and people and nation 
(the only thing to be noticed is the quad- 
ruple number of these specifications, as 
indicating universality : see again below, 
ver. 13. To tdéntify gvdAijc as Bengel, or 
Aaod as Ziillig, with the Jewish people, 
seems forbidden by the wéons), and madest, 
them _a kingdom and priests, and they 
reign upon the earth (“this clause differs 
from that in ch. 3:6, both by the Kat 
before tepetc, and by the important addition 
cai Baow., «.7.A. This last would be 


superfluous, if we were with Hengstb., 
al., to adhere to the rec. Baovdzig, or if 
BaciXtiay could have the sense given to it 
by Hengstb. in ch. i. 6, ‘a people invested 
Here we have three 
re bought 


to_be God’s are made into 3 kingdom, 
viz. God’s,—2) [«at] that they are made 


into priests,—3) [kat] that they are an 
esti ith kingly power. So rightly 
rard.” Dusterd. The present Sac.- 


Aedovory is not to be rendered as a future, 
but keeps its own meaning [the whole 
aspect and reference of this heavenly vision 
being not future, but present: the world 
and church as now existing, cf. Eph. ii. 6]. 
The Church even_now, in Christ ead, 
reigns on the earth: all things are being 
put under her feet, as under His: and 
even if this meaning be questioned, we 
have her kingly rank and office asserted in 
the present, even in the midst of persecu- 
tion and contempt). ll, 12.] The 
assenting chorus of the host of angels. 
And I saw (etSov, not in a general vague 
sense, introducing a fresh particular merely; 
but in its proper sense: John saw the host 
of angels whose voice he heard: ef. ch. vi. 
1f. The gloss. ord. refers sidov to what 
has preceded: but this is contrary to St. 
John’s usage), and I heard a (or, the: 
gwyy, like many other substantives in 
regimen with their possessive genitives, 
being definite though anarthrous) voice 
of many angels around the throne and 
the living-beings and the elders (i. e. 
surrounding on all sides, in the more dis- 
tant space, the smaller circle hitherto de- 
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ach. iv. 6 reff. 
Isa. vi. 2. 

b Dan. vii. 10. 
¢ constr., ch. 
iv. 1 reff. 

d ch, iv. 11. 
e ver. 6. 
f =—ch. iy. 11 


XAradwv, ye AEyovTes 


h J 


, \ 
‘copay Kat 
13 kK 


\ 
TOY Kal 
8,16. Phil. 
iv. 9 al.) 
h Rom. xi. 83. 
ich. vii. 12. 
1Cor. i, 21. 
j = ch. vii. 12. 
1Curon. 
2.@.4b A A 
k ch, iv. 9, 11. 
only t. Wisd. ix. 2. 


. evdoyiav. 


never. 3. 


(f 2. 16. 49, e sil) vulg Primas. 
txt A B rel Andr Areth. 
12. aftos A: txt Brel 1. 
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1—1 Cor. x. 16, ch, vii. 12. Sir. 1. 20. ‘ 
o see Matt. xiv. 25. Job ix. 8, 


V. 12—14. 


rn , \ ~ / 
*kukhy tov Bpovov Kai Tav Cwwy Ka THY moeaPutéowy, 


pupiddec pupiadwy Kai ° yrradec 
gwry peyady MALY srw TO 
kat ©" wov- 
\ 


\ ,kos 
Kryunv cat “ SoFav Kat 


» nr \ 
ovoavy Kat 
tic Oadao- 


> , \ er lol / of P hé T lal 
onc eaTly, Kal TA EV AUTOLC TAavTac yHnKOvoa eyovTac w 


m1 Tim.iv.4. James i. 18. ch, viii. 9 
p ace., Acts ix. 4. 


rec (for kuehw) kuedoer, with 1.18. (80. 41, e sil): 
om from Zwwy to pupiadwy 1. 
ins roy bef zXovroy B rel Andr-cois] Areth: om An 


4. 17-9. 86 (h 37. 41-9 Br, e sil).—(om cat rAovrov g.)—om car 38. 
13. rec aft 6 ins cori, with h mn 1. 10-7. 34-5-6 (37. 41-7-9 Br, e sil) vulg Andr 


lat-ff: (om A B rel tol copt Areth.)—om 0 39. 
1 syr-dd Andr-a lat-ff: txt A Brel vulg copt Andr Areth, ex: yn¢ n 16 
aft @adacone ins &, with B 10-7. 30? (h 37. 49 Br, e sil) vulg Andr-p 


rec (for exu Tyg yng) ev tn yn, With 
rec 
ooa m 


Falg: 


34 Andr-coisl: om A rel Areth. (om eorty as well as & n 38. 47 syr-dd Andr-a Primas 


Cassiod.) 


rec (for wavrac) wavra, with c fk m 1.30-3 (6. 9. 17. 32-4-5-6 Br, e sil) 


vulg Andr-a Areth Primas: mavra kau maytag B: mwavrag, insg wavra bef ra, 40: txt 


A rel.—pref wat f n 18. 47: add cae k m 30-4-5-6 Andr-coisl. 


for Asyovrag, 


Asyovra A (1?) 12 some-vss Andr-p(omg yx.): txt B rel vulg Andr-a Areth Primas. 


scribed. The Church, as the vehicle of 
the work of Redemption, of which Crea- 
tion is but a part, is the central and 
crowning manifestation of God’s power 
and love and wisdom. Round it, and Him 
who is its Head, the heavenly hosts are 
ranged in humble admiration ; and into its 
wonders they desire to look. Cf. Eph. 
iii. 10; 1 Pet. i. 12); and the number 
of them was myriads of myriads and 
thousands of thousands (i. e. innumerable 
in its vastness. See Ps. Ixviii. 18, and ref.» 
Dan., where yidttar yiAradeg comes before 
poprat pruptadec: but it is of very little 
import whether the specification is by way 
of climax or of anti-climax, the same idea 
being conveyed), saying (the appositional 
nom. instead of the gen.: as in ch. iv. 1) 
with a loud voice, Worthy is the Lamb 
which hath been slain to receive (by way 
of ascribed praise: cf. ch.iv.11 and note) 
the power and riches and wisdom and 
might and honour and glory and bless- 
ing (here, as in ch. vii. 12, but in differing 
order, we have seven particulars of ascrip- 
tion. But here there is a difference both 
from ch. vii. 12 and iv. 11. In each of 
those places the art. is repeated before 
each particular: here, one article includes 
them all. Bengel well remarks, that we 
must regard them all as if they formed but 
one word. And when they are thus re- 
garded, the article seems to point out the 
fact of all these, as one, belonging to God, 


whose power and glory the Lamb is de- 
clared worthy to share. Of the par- 
ticulars themselves, mottos is better kept 
in its generality, all riches and fulness, 
than limited, as by De W., to spiritual 
riches; see 1 Chron. xxix. 11: evAoyla is 
blessing, in the sense so frequent when 
the word and its cognate verb are used of 
an act passing from man to God: viz. that 
of ascribed praise ; the wi// on the part of 
the creature, though unaccompanied by the 
power, to return blessing for blessing con- 
ferred. The idea of Bengel, that the sep- 
tenary number has to do with the seven 
seals, is hardly probable: the number, as 
indicating completeness, running through 
the whole book). 13, 14.] The chorus 
Ve assenting praise from Creation itself. 

nd every creature (i.e. by the very 
terms, animated creature: for heaven and 
earth and sea themselves are mentioned as 
the abodes of these criouara) which is in 
the heaven (the chorus being wniversal, 
this will include the angels, previously 
mentioned, and the glorified saints) and on 
the earth and under the earth (i.e. not 
the devils, as even Vitringa: but as in 
Phil. ii. 10, the departed spirits in Hades: 
see note there), and upon the sea (i. e. 
most probably, on the surface of the sea ; 
meaning not those on ships, but those sea- 
animals which are regarded as being on the 
surface), and the things in them (so in 
Exod. xx. 11, from which in all probability 
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C kuvn- 
TAV.ce 
AC Ba 
ton, 2. 
4.6.9. 
10-3-6-7- 
8-9. 26- 
7.30. 32 
to 42. 

47 to 51. 
90. Br. 


VI ] K \ Pe ef ry) Vp? , , > a 16. (Neh. v. 
° at €LOOV OTE nvotev TO aovLov plav EK TWYV _ 18.) 
u absol., Dan. 
lii.6. mposk., absol, Matt. xx.20. John iv. 20. 


rec rov Qcovov, with b n 2. 10-7-8. 33 (g h 13-6. 36-7-8-9. 42-7-9 Br, e sil) Thdor-stud 
Andr Areth: txt A B rel Andr-coisl—(om rw k 40.) aft awrwy ins apny B rel 4 
eth Andr Areth Thdor-stud: om Alm 36 (b 41, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl 
Primas Fulg. 

14. rec (for Aeyorra) eheyov, with A ln 1. 16. 35-6. 49? (18. 38-9, e sil) vulg syr-dd 
eth Andr lat-ff; ekeyey m 34 Andr-coisl: Asyouoa 42: txt B rel copt Areth.—(om. 
from ayny in last ver to apny in this g 19.) rec om ro, with Afkn 4. 36 
(37-8. 42, e sil) Andr : ins B rel Andr-coisl Areth. rec ins eKoo. Tecoapec bef 
mpeoPurepor, with (none of our mss) vulg-ed(with demid) Primas: om A B rel 1 vss, 
Andr Areth Cassiod,. execov B rel Andr-a Areth: txt Ad1m 4. 9!(appy). 19. 33 
(2. 16. 26-7. 30-4-5-6-9. 41-2-9, e sil) Andr. rec at end ins Zwyri ere Tove 
awvac Twy atwywy, with (none of our mss) vulg-ed Primas: om AC B rel 1 vss Andr 


Areth lat-ff,. 


Cu. VI. 1. 07. B(Mai) rel vulg (with am &c, agst demid &e) Andr Areth Bede: txt AC 


1n1. 16-8-9. 33(in Alter’s errata) 38 (36-7-9. 41, e sil) vss Andr-a Primas. 


the wavrac has become altered into wavra. 
The clause added seems to serve the pur- 
pose of complete enumeration, applying 
here to y#7 and @dXacoa only, as év rp 
ovpava has occurred already. The ézi 
and érocarw being both superficial, éy 
completes the list—in the depths of the 
earth and the sea: cf. ch. viii. 9) I heard 
all saying (the gender again is that of the 
things signified, not that of «ricopa; see 
ch. iv. 8), To Him that sitteth upon the 
throne (for the various cases after ca@np. 
éi, see note, ch. iv. 2) and to the Lamb 
(the Church, including Creation, gives 
praise to the Lamb for Redemption, vv. 
9,10: the angels. praise the infinite con- 
descension of the Son of God: the entire 
universe celebrates the glory of the uni- 
versal Father and of the Redeemer, thence 
accruing) be (or, és, belongs) the blessing 
and the honour and the glory and the 
might (notice the fourfold arrangement 
where universality is set forth: and the 
repeated article, exhaustive of each pre- 
dicate separately. It is fanciful, with 
Bengel, to allot the four ascriptions among 
the four classes of creatures above men- 
tioned. In each case the number has the 
same signification: but they need not 
separately correspond) to the ages of the 
ages. 14.] The solemn assent of the 
celestial representatives of Creation and of 
the Church. And [Iheard] (the construc- 
tion proceeds without break from jxovca 
above) the four living-beings saying the 
(accustomed, see ref. 1 Cor. and note) 


om puay 4. 


Amen (as above, in ch. iv. 11, the four 
living-beings assert the worthiness of God 
to receive the glory and the honour and 
the power on account of His having created 
all things, so here they say their Amen to 
creation’s chorus of praise: being them- 
selves the representatives of the animated 
Creation). And the elders fell down and 
worshipped (in silent adoration of God and - 
of the Lamb. ‘The inference of Ewald 
from the rec. text [which is itself here 
wholly untenable |, “presbyteri adoratione 
repetita Deum prosequuntur, ut a quo 
auctore omnia progressa sunt et Messias 
creatus est, ad eum omnis redeat honor, 
omnis reverentia,” would be unwarranted 
even were that text retained: Cévru, 
anarthrous, would apply to the whole ob- 
ject of praise in ver. 13). 

Cu. VI. 1—VIII. 1.] Tur oprentne or 
THE SEVEN SHALS. As preliminary to 
the exegesis of this section, I may observe 
that it is of the first importance to bear in 
mind, that the openings of these seals cor- 
respond to the various arrangements of 
God’s Providence by which the way is pre- 
pared for the final opening of the closed 
book of His purposes to His glorified 
Church. That opening shall not fully and 
freely be made, till His people will know 
even as they are known. And that will 
not be, till they are fully gathered in to 
His heavenly garner. This book the Lamb 
opens, containing as it does matters which 
oddeic older, ob0é ot GyyeXor ot év odpavy, 
ob08 6 vidg, first by the acts and procedures 
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rec omemra, with cn 1. 33 (6. 9. 27.36, e sil) copt Bede: ins AC B rel vulg syr-dd 


Andr Areth Primas. 
AC B rel Andr Areth. 
place but om above. 


rec pwns, with c 1. (80-2 ?) (k 6. 18, e sil): gwyny 26 Br: txt 
aft Bpovrne ins another Aeyovroc A, arm has Aey. in this 
rec aft epyou ins cat Bere (with none of our mss) ; Kat We 


Brel; we 6.9.11: om AC hn 1. 2. 10-7-8. 36-7-8. 41-2-7-9 Br am. 
2. om cat edor B rel demid (with harl! tol lips-6) Areth Primas : ins ACh 1 n 16-7-8. 


36. (18. 37-9. 42-7-9 Br, e sil) vss Andr. 


of His establishment of His reign over the 
earth, and then finally by His great second 
coming, the necessary condition of His 
elect being gathered out of the four winds 
into His glory. When these preparations 
for His coming have taken place, and that 
coming itself has past, and the elect are 
gathered into glory, then will be the time 
when the last hindrance to our perfect 
knowledge will be removed, and the book 
of God’s eternal purposes will lie open— 
the theme of eternity’s praise. 

I may add that for the sake of per- 
spicuity, I shall mainly follow, in ,these 
notes, the track of that interpretation 
which seems to me to be required; no- 
ticing only differences in those of other 
Commentators where grammar and philo- 
logy are concerned. 

1—8.] The opening of the first four 
seals, marked by the ministration of the 
four living-beings. 1.] And I saw 
when the Lamb opened one from among 
the seven seals, and I heard one from 
among the four living-beings saying, as 
the voice (a pendent nominative: the 
regular construction would be dative) of 
thunder (which is to be taken not as pecu- 
liarly belonging to this first as resembling 
a lion, but as belonging to all alike, and 
accounted for by their mysterious and 
exalted nature: cf. ch. i. 10, x. 3), Come 
(to whom, and with what meaning is this 
€pxov spoken? The great majority of 
Commentators have taken the rec. read- 
ing, which fixes it by adding wat Bdéze, 
as an address to the Seer, to approach 
nearer and look at the coming vision. 
And even those who have rejected this 
addition have yet regarded it as a true 
gloss, and the “Come” as addressed to 
the Seer. But whither was he to come? 
Separated as he was by the glassy sea 
from the throne, was he to cross it? And 
where shall we find the simple verb ép- 
xe0ar used absolutely in such a sense, 


rec (for avrov) avrw, with 1 Andr-a!: 


“Draw near,” without ®de or some such 
particle ? Compare also the place where 
the Seer is to come and take the little 
book [ch. x. 8], and see how different is the 
whole form of expression. In interpreting 
so unusual a term of address, surely we 
should rather begin by enquiring whether 
we have not the key to it in the book 
itself. And in this enquiry, are we justified 
in leaving out of consideration such a verse 
as ch. xxii. 17, rd wvedpa Kai 7) vipon 
Aéyovoty "Eoxov, cai 6 dkodwy eimarw 
*Epxov, and the following apny, Epxou, 
cupte "Inoov, ib. ver. 20? This seems to 
shew, in my mind, beyond a doubt, what, 
in the mind of the Seer, the remarkable 
and insulated exclamation Zpyov imported. 
It was a cry addressed, not to himself, but 
to the Lord Jesus: and as each of these 
four first seals is accompanied by a similar 
cry from one of the four living-beings, 
I see represented in this fourfold gpyou 
the groaning and travailing together of 
creation for the manifestation of the sons 
of God, expressed in each case in a prayer 
for Christ’s coming: and in the things re- 
vealed when the seals are opened, His 
fourfold preparation for His coming on 
earth. Then at the opening of the fifth seal 
the longing of the martyred saints for the 
same great consummation is expressed, and 
at that of the sixth it actually arrives). And 
I saw, and behold a white horse, and he 
that sat on him having a bow, anda crown 
was given to him, and he went forth 
conquering, and in order that he may 
conquer (in the first place, the figure of the 
horses and their riders at once brings to 
mind the similar vision in Zechariah, 
i. 7—11, vi. 1—8, where the men on the 
horses are they whom the Lord hath sent 
to walk to and fro through the whole 
earth. In Zech. i., as here, that part of 
the vision is followed, ver. 12, by the ery 
of the tw¢ mére, Ewe rivoc. Here the 
horses and their riders are the various 
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8. rec (for r. ogo. 7. 6.) rnv devrepay ogpayida, with B rel wth Andr Areth: txt .— 


aspects of the divine dispensations which 
should come upon the earth preparatory to 
the great day of the Lord’s coming. As 
regards this first, the whole imagery speaks 
of victory. The horses of the Roman 
commanders in their triumphs were white. 
Wetst. quotes Virg. Aun. iii. 537, where 
Aineas says, “Quatuor hic primum omen 
equos in gramine vidi, Tondentes campum 
late, candore nivali;” where Servius’s 
comment is “Hoc ad victoria omen per- 
tinet.” The bow serves to identify the 
imagery here with that in Habakkuk iii. 9, 
where God goes forth for the salvation of 
His people: see also Isa. xli. 2; Zech. 
ix. 13: and even more strikingly with that 
in Ps, xlv. 4,5, “In thy majesty ride pros- 
perously, because of truth and meekness 
and righteousness: and thy right hand 
shall teach thee terrible things. Thine 
arrows are sharp in the heart of the king’s 
enemies; whereby the people fall under 
thee.” It is hardly possible that one 
whose mind was full of such imagery, 
should have had any other meaning in 
his thoughts, than that to which these pro- 
phecies point. The crown finds its parallel 
in the vision of Zech. vi., where, ver. 11, it 
is said, “take silver and gold, and make 
crowns [orepavove, LXX], and set them 
upon the head of Joshua the son of Jose- 
dech, the high-priest.” The going forth 
conquering and in order to conquer can 
only, it seems to me, point to one inter- 
pretation. The wor might be said of 
any victorious earthly power whose vic- 
tories should endure for the time then 
present, and afterwards pass away: but 
the iva viknoy can only be said of a power 
whose victories should last for ever. Final 
and permanent victory then is here im- 
ported. Victory, we may safely say, on 
the part of that kingdom against which 
the gates of hell shall not prevail: whose 
fortunes and whose trials are the great 
subject of this revelation. Such is the 
first vision, the opening of the first seal in 
the mystery of the divine purposes: vic- 
tory for God’s church and people: the 
great key-note, so to speak, of all the 
apocalyptic harmonies. And notice, that 
in this interpretation, there is no lack 
Vou. IV. 


of correspondence with the three visions 
which follow. All four are judgments 
upon the earth: the beating down of 
earthly power, the breaking up of earthly 
peace, the exhausting of earthly wealth, 
the destruction of earthly life. Nor is 
this analogy disturbed, when we come to 
enquire, who is the rider on this white 
horse. We must not, in reply, on the one 
hand, too hastily introduce the Person of 
our Lord Himself, or on the other, be 
startled at the objection that we shall be 
paralleling Him, or one closely resembling 
Him, with the far different forms which 
follow. Doubtless, the resemblance to the 
rider in ch. xix. 11 ff. is very close, and is 
intended to be very close. The difference 
however is considerable. There, He is set 
forth as present in his triumph, followed 
by the hosts of heaven: here, He is work- 
ing, in bodily absence, and the rider is not 
Himself, but only a symbol of His vic- 
torious power, the embodiment of His ad- 
vancing kingdom as regards that side of 
its progress where it breaks down earthly 
power, and makes the kingdom of the 
world to be the kingdom of our Lord and 
His Christ. Further, it would not be 
wise, nor indeed according to the analogy 
of these visions, to specify. In all cases 
but the last, these riders are left in the 
vagueness of their symbolic offices. If we 
attempt in this case to specify further, 
e. g. as Victorinus, “ Equus albus verbum 
est preedicationis cum Spiritu sancto mis- 
sum in orbem. Ait enim Dominus, Pra- 
dicabitur hoc Evangelium per totum orbem 
terrarum in testimonium coram gentibus, 
et tunc veniet finis,’—while we are sure 
that we are thus far right, we are but 
partially right: we do not cover the ex- 
tent of the symbol, seeing that there are 
other aspects and instruments of victory 
of the kingdom of Christ, besides the 
preaching of the Word. The same might 
be said of any other of the partial inter- 
pretations which have been given by those 
who have taken this view. And it was 
taken, with divergences of separate detail, 
by all expositors from the earliest times 
down to the year 1500). 

3, 4.| And when he ceca the second 
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90, e sil) Andr-a: avrov e 18: txt AC B rel Andr Areth. 


rec (for avrov) avrw, with k m 1. 30 (16. 
om aurw bef \aBew A. 


rec (for ex) azo, with 1. 36: om A116. 39. 46: txt CB rel vulg(de) copt Andr 


Areth Primas. 


om cat (bef tva) B rel copt arm Andr Areth: ins AC m 17. 38. 
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seal, I heard the second living-being 
saying, Come (see above on ver. 1). And 
there came forth another horse, red (the 
colour of blood: so 4 Kings iii. 22, dara 
muppa we alpa. The colour of the horse 
in each case has reference to the employ- 
ment of the rider. Tertullian, de Specta- 
culis, 9, says: “russeum Marti corisecra- 
verunt ”), and to him that sat upon him 
it was given [to him] to take away peace 
(rhv. eip. not, as Elliott, “ the peace left 
by the former seal,” for 1) the former seal 
neither implies nor leaves such peace, and 
2) these four seals are strictly correlative, 
not consecutive on one another: but, 
peace in its entirety, the riyv distributing, 
as the logicians say, the substantive. See 
for cionvn without the art., Matt. x. 34 
[peace, at all: any peace]: Luke ii. 18 
[peace, in each particular case, under 
every circumstance], &c.: with the art., 
Rom. xiv. 19, rd rijg civ. Oudewpev: xv. 
33, al., 6 ede rij¢ etonvnce: Eph. ii. 14, 
abrog éoriv 1 eionvn apa, &e.) out of 
the earth (generally, as ever: not, Juda, 
nor the Roman “ orbis terrarum,” nor an 

special portion merely) and that they 
(men: the inhabitants of the earth) shall 
kill (the pregnant future after tva not 
only imports the result of purpose, but 
includes also matter of fact, “that they 
may... which they also shall ;” see Wi- 
ner [edn. 6, p. 258, § 41 b, 1 b], who 
however interprets it as expressing dura- 
tion (?), whereas the aor. denotes rapid 
transition) one another: and there was 
given to him a great sword (the key to 
the interpretation of this seal is to be 
found in Matt. x. 84 and parallels; 1) 


vopionre Ort HAVov Badety sionyny émi 
THY yy? ob« HABoY Padéiv ciohyny, AAAA 
payapay. It represents to us the taking 
away of peace from the earth, the slaying 
one another, the reign of the sword, as one 
of the destined concomitants of the grow- 
ing and conquering power of Christ, and 
one of the world-long and world-wide pre- 
parations for His coming. Observe, all 
limitations of this meaning are wrong; 
whether to the persecutions of the Chris- 
tians, or to any period of time, ancient or 
modern. The above was the most ancient 
interpretation ; e. g. we have in Victorinus, 
« Kquus roseus et qui sedebat super eum 
habens gladium, bella sunt significata fu- 
tura, ut legimus in Evangelio, Surget enim 
gens contra gentem,” &c., Matt. xxiv. 7). 

5, 6,| And when he opened the third 
seal, I heard the third living-being say- 
ing, Come (see above on ver. 1).. And I 
saw, and behold a black horse (the colour 
is indicative of the mournful nature of the 
employment of the rider: see below), and 
he that sat on him having a balance 
(the symbol of scarcity, during which the 
bread is doled out by weight: see Ezek. 
iv. 16, payorTa dproyv éy orabu@ Kal év 
évosia : and Levit. xxvi. 26, droddcover 
rove dprove iuay év orabug, wai pa- 
yeo0e Kai ob py éurdnoOjre. Some, as 
e. g. Woodhouse, have defended the mean- 
ing “yoke” for Zvydy. But surely the 
question is here decided for us by ref. 
Kzek., Zuyd¢ dicatoc, cai pérpoy Oixatoy, 
kai xoimé ducaia Eorat bpiv rod pérpov: 
where the same words occur in juxta- 
position. The assertion of Mr. Barker, in 
his strictures on Elliott’s Hore Ap., that 
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x.19. Exod. v.16. Isa, lxv. 25. 


80. rec aft soxou ins cat Bere (with 26-7, e sil) ; eae we B rel Andr Areth: om 
AC h1n 1. 10-6-7. 36-7-8-9. 47-9 Bt am arm Andr-a. omKar edov Babcefgj 
k m 2. 6. 9. 11-2-9. 26-7. 30-2-8. 40-1-2-8. 50-1. 90 Andr(not -a) Areth. rec 
(for avrov) avrw, with 1.18 (16. 26-7, e sil) Andr: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 

6. rec om we, with B rel gr-lat-ff: ins AC 6.12-7 vulg. rec (for xprOwv) 
KotOnc, with B rel: txt AC 1.12 syr-dd Andr-p-txt. ins rov bef 2nd dnvagiov A. 


Cvyoc in the sense of balance absolutely is BadXedpevoc, si Yoivika rupHv Exaorog 
very rare, is sufficiently answered by the rico yuéoac éhapBave kai pnodév mréor: 
proverb akpiBéorepoc Zvyov: by Diog. Thue. iv. 16, speaking of the allowance 
Laert. viii. 18, where he records of Pytha- made to the Lacedzemonians in Sphacteria 
goras the maxim Zuyéy pu) brepBaivey, while negotiations were going on,—oirov 
rourtort, Td toov cal dicawy prj brep- ... O00 yxolvikac éxdorw ’ArriKdc ad¢i- 
Baivery. When a word can be thus used rwy, wai dbo wortdag: Athen. x. 452 5, pu) 
figuratively in common sayings, its literal k«afjoOar éri yoivuca, avti Tov p21) oKo~ 
sense cannot be so very rare. Cf. alsothe meiv rd é¢’ rpéoac, adda THY éEmovoay 
Etymologicon in Wetstein, Zuydc tionrar aet mpocdéyeoPar: Diog. Laert. Pythag. 
kai 76 Neyopuevoy Urb THY TonTHy Traday- viii. 18, and Suidas under Pythagoras, é7i 
Tov Hyovv % rovravyn: and his citations xoirvicoc pr KabiZey, gv iow Tov évecTa- 
from Sextus Empir. and’ Demosthenes) in roc gpovrida mousicOar kai Tov péddov- 
his hand. And I heard [as it were] (if roc: 1 yao yotmt r)peohovoc roogy. No- 
@¢ is to be read, it must apparently be thing can be more decisive than such pro- 
taken with the whole clause—“ something verbial usage. The tendency of the voice 
like [a voice in the midst of the four living- is then to check or limit the agency of the 
beings,” the uncertainty applying to the rider on the black horse, and to provide 
situation, not to its being a voice, which that notwithstanding his errand sustenance 
it was) a voice in the midst of the four shall not utterly fail. With regard to the 
living-beings (it is not specified, whose three chcenixes of barley, the cheaper and 
voice: but the point from which the voice _ less profitable grain, it seems to haye been 
comes is appropriate to its intent, which rightly interpreted as taking in the other 
is to mitigate the woes of creation, repre- case, of the workman who, out of his de- 
sented by the four living-beings: seebelow), narius a day, has to maintain not himself 
saying (Let there be) A cheenix of wheat only, but his family also, and cannot conse- 
for a denarius (gen. of price, see Winer, quently afford the dearer wheaten bread) ; 
edn. 6, p.185, § 30.10), and three chenixes and the oil and the wine do not thou 


’ of barley for a denarius (the sense seems to injure (not, as Heinr. and recently Elliott, 


be, Take care that there be thus much food “do thou not commit injustice in the 
for thus much price. The denarius was matter of the oil andthe wine.” The usage 
the ordinary soldier’s pay for a day in the of this book should have prevented such 
time of Tiberius [see note on Matt. xx.2], an interpretation: for ddiceiy with the 
and has been usually and not unfairly as- accus. of the material object hurt or in- 
sumed to be twice mentioned here as re- jured is the constant habit of our Writer, 
presenting a day’s wages. The chenix see reff.: and in no case do we find the 
appears in like manner to be taken fora other construction used by him, or indeed 
day’s provision : for so it is used in several . by any other writer to my knowledge, ex- 
of the numerous places cited by Wetst.: cept with such general adverbial accusa- 
e. g. Herod. vii. 187, who, in estimating tives as re and ovdsv, e. g. Gal. iv. 12; 
the amount of food consumed by the army Philem. 18. Rinck gives another mean- 
of Xerxes, assumes this: edpiokw yap cvp- ing, equally untenable, “waste not the oi} 
$s 2 
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and the wine,” seeing they are so costly. 

As regards the meaning, the spirit 
of the saying is as explained above: the 
rider on the black horse symbolizing Fa- 
mine, is limited in his desolating action 
by the command given, that enough is to 
be reserved for sustenance. Wheat, bar- 


ley, oil, and wine, formed the ordinary. 


sources of nourishment : cf. Ps. exiv. 14, 15. 
So that as regards its intent, the command 
is parallel with that saying of our Lord in 
Matt. xxiv. 22: wai ei pr) txodoBwOnoav 
at péoar éxetvat, ode ay town aca 
cape dia dt rode éxArexrod¢e KooBwO7- 
covrat at pépae éxeivar, It is the mercy 
of God, tempering His judgments. And 
in its general interpretation, as the opening 
of the tirst seal revealed the certain pro- 
ceeding on to victory of Christ and His 
church, and the second, that His coming 
should be prepared in the world not by 
peace but by the sword, so now by this 
third we learn that Famine, the pressure 
of want on men, not sweeping them away 
by utter failure of the means of subsist- 
ence, but keeping them far below the or- 
dinary standard of comfort, and especially 
those who depend on their daily labour, 
will be one of the four judgments by 
which the way of the Lord’s coming will 
be opened. ‘This seems to point, not so 
much to death by famine, which belongs 
to the next vision, as to agrarian distress 
with all its dreadful consequences : ripen- 
ing in some cases [see below] into the 
hunger-death, properly the consequence 
of Famine. The above interpreta- 
tion of the third seal is given in the 
main by Victorinus—* Equus niger au- 
tem famem significat; ait enim Dominus: 
Krunt fames per loca :” but he allegorizes 
the latter part of the vision: “vinum 
et oleum ne laseris, id est, hominem 
spiritualem ne plagis percusseris”’). 

7%, 8.] And when he opened the fourth 
seal, I heard (the voice of] the fourth 
living-being saying, Come (see above on 
ver. 1). And I saw, and behold a livid 
horse (xAwpés, originally and properly 
grass-green, when used of flesh implies 
that greenish pallor which we know as 
livid : the colour of the corpse in incipient 


decay, or of the complexion extremely 
ple through disease. Thus Thucyd. in 
describing the symptoms of the plague at 
Athens, says that the body was ov« dyav 
Oeoudv, ovre xyAwody, GAN UrépvOpor. 
Callistratus, as quoted in Wetst. says, 7 
piv yap xEip Uo Tou PoBov xAwpor TE 
kai re@vnkd¢ do@ca. Hippocrates, ibid. 
says of the colour, pedkdytepdy tore TOU 
ZovOvod, kai oloy apyn Tic Tov pedaivecbat 
ral weddvovoba. And again, in describ- 
ing the symptoms of approaching death,— 
pic d&eia, d@0adpol Kotdoi,.... cai 7d 
xeGua tov Evravtog mpogwrov xdw- 
pov TE Kai péiday toy... . onpaiver Sava- 
Tr@dec. See also Wetst.’s other quota- 
tions), and he that sat upon him (érdvw 
avrov, lit. on the top of him: in the three 
other cases, éx’ avrov. The nominative is 
pendent, see ch. iii. 12, 21) his name was 
Death (i.e. he was death personified. In 
this case only of the four is the explanation 
given. It is wrong to understand Pesti- 
lence by this Qavaroc: see below), and 

ades (the impersonation of the place of 
the departed: see ch. i. 18, xx. 14, where 
as here Qavarov kai gdov go together. 
Eichhorn and Ebrard understand it of the 
whole multitude of the departed: but this 
clearly is beside the purpose: personifica- 
tion being the prevailing character of 
these four riders) was following with him 
(in his train: ready to engulf and detain 
his victims), and there was given to 
them (Death and Hades, considered as 
joint partners in the baleful work) power 
over the fourth part of the earth (éqt 
with accus., as extending over, spreading 
over, TO TéTAPTOV THC yi¢, perhaps owing 
to the fourfold division of these former 
seals: not implying thereby that this last 
rider divided the earth with the three 
former, but thus specifying his portion 
as being one of four. At all events this 
suggests itself here as a possible reference 
of the number four; whereas in ch. viii. 
the continually recurring ré rpiroy has 
no such assignable solution. The expositors 
for the most part pass it over, merely as 
signifying a considerable portion. Elliott, 
with whose historical interpretation it will 
not square, takes refuge in the reading of 
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ch. viii. 7. 
ix. 4only. 
Gen. i. 30 al. 
see note. 
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Matt. xxiii. 
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va ’ Nigw. oa Nie a Bini a a 
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p John i. 6. iii. 1. (xviii. 10.) 
t constr., ch. xiii. 7. xvi. 9. xxii. 14. Luke ix. 1. 
v=ch. ii. 23. 


q ch. i. 18 reff. 


3 only. 

Matt. ii. 9 al. 
, Gen. vii. 18. 

r constr., Luke ix. 49. ch, xiv. 13. s ch. ii. 26 reff, 

uso ch, ii. 16, xix. 21. Num. xxxi. 8, 


w constr., here only. so mpoayopevecv bro Kipukos, Herod. ix. 98. 


8. om cat evdov B rel vulg Andr-coisl Vict Primas: ins AC b h1n 10-7-8. 36. 47-9 


(16. 37-9, e sil) syr-dd copt Andr. 


om Ist o C. 


om Ist avrov C 4 (and 12: 


but 12 has ovoua avrov) demid (with harl tol lips-5, agst am lipss al) Ansb Bede Ruf. 


om 2nd o C g h 16!. 37. 49 Br. 


for @avaroc, aYavatoc A: rec 


acodov8e, with hn 10-7. 30 (37. 49. 51 Br, e sil) syr-dd copt Orig, Andr-a Vict: txt 


C 8B rel vulg Andr Areth Primas Bede. (A illeg.) stor 


per’ avrov, avtw B rel Andr 


Aveth: per’ avrw 33(-5, e sil): txt AC hj! 1n 10-6-7 (87-9. 49 Br, e sil) Andr-a. 
for avroig, avrw B rel vulg Andr-coisl Areth: txt AC n 17. 49 (40, e sil) Andr. 
rec amrocrevar bef ext To reraproy THe ync, With 1(-crnva): txt AC B rel vss gr-lat- 


ff—(om azrokr. 51 ?) om last «ac 1. 


the vulg,, “super quatuor partes terrz”’), 
to kill with (the év of investiture, express- 
ing the element or vehicle in which the 
action transpires) sword and with famine 
and with death (i. e. here, pestilence: 
see below), and by (t7o, seeing that the 
other three were rather general indications 
of the manner in which, but this last of 
the actual agent hy whose administration. 
Wetst. gives examples of amoQavety, rehev- 
Tay, vo, but the construction with an ac- 
tiye verb is not common. See Matthie, § 
592, who gives, besides ref., Eurip. Alcest. 
753, et 0 amereiv YoHY pe KNOvKWY UO 
THY ov Tarpway Eotiay,—Plato, Phileb. 
p- 320, b76 ayyédwy poaterv,—and Thuc. 
Vi. 32, bd KHovKog ebyac TwoeicOa. It 
is singular that these examples should all 
belong to the same description of employ- 
ment of agents) the wild beasts of the 
earth (the enumeration comprehends the 
«four sore judgments” enumerated in 
Ezek. xiv. 21, and in the same terms: rd¢ 
Técoapag ékducnoste pou Tac morvnodc, 
popdaiav, cai Ausdv, cai Onpia wovnoa, 
kai @dvatov. This fixes the meaning of 
this second and subordinate Oavdrw as 
above. This seal also is interpreted 
as above by the earliest Commentators : 
e. g. Victorinus: “Hec eadem quoque 
inter ceteras clades preemiserat Dominus, 
venturas pestes magnas et mortalitates.” 
But as on the third seal, so here also, he 
goes off into vague allegory about the 
latter part of the vision). 

We have now passed the four first seals, 
after which the character of the vision 
changes. One feature common to these 
four is, Personification : the representation 
of processions af events by the impersona- 


 "Eoxou, is the ery of all its tribes. 


for vo, ro reraprov A. 


tion of their leading features. Another is, 
the share which the four living-creatures 
bear in the representation, which after 
this point ceases, as far as the seals are 
concerned. No interpretation can be 
right, which does not take both these 
common features into account. And in 
my view this may best be done by viewing, 
as above, these four visions as the four 
solemn preparations for the coming of the 
Lord as regards the visible Creation, 
which these four living-beings symbolize. 
The whole Creation demands His coming. 
This 
cry is answered, first by the vision of the 
great Conqueror, whose arrows are in the 
heart of his enemies, and whose career is 
the world’s history. The breaking of this 
first seal is the great opening of the mys- 
tery of God. This in some sense includes 
and brings in the others. Those others 
then, as we might expect, hold a place 
subordinate to this. They are, in fact, 
but exponents of the mysteries enwrapt 
within this conquering career: visions of 
the method of its being carried out to the 
end in its operation on the outward world. 
That the world-wide declaration of the 
everlasting Gospel sho e accompanied. 
by war, by famine, by pestilence, and 
other forms of death, had been announced 


_ by_our_Lord_ Himself (Matt. xxiv. 7), 


and is now repeated in this series of 
visions. The fulfilment of each of these 
judgments is, as it were, the removing a 
seal from the book of God’s mysterious 
purposes ; the bringing nearer of the time 
when that book shall be open for all the 
redeemed to read. 

With regard to the question whether 
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these four visions are to be regarded as_ seal, I saw under the altar (it is an altar 7. 30. 32 


consecutive or contemporaneous, I have 
already expressed an opinion. In their 
JSulness, I believe them to be contempo- 
raneous, and each of them to extend 
through the whole lifetime of the church. 
The analogy of the whole four symbols 
seems to require this. “We read nothing 
implying that there are “days” of the 
opening of any particular seal, as there 
are, ch. x. 7, of the sounding of the 
several trumpets. The iva wkyjoy of the 
first seal speaks of a purpose which will 
not be accomplished till the earth be all 


subjugated: and if I am right in suppos- . 


ing the other visions subordinate to this, 
their agency is necessarily included in its 
process. At the same time I would by no 
means deny that they may receive con- 
tinually recurring, or even ultimate fulfil- 
ments, as the ages of the world go on, in 
distinct periods of time, and by distinctly 
assignable events. So far we may derive 
benefit from the commentaries of those 
who imagine that they have discovered 
their fulfilment in successive periods of 
history, that, from the very variety ‘and 
discrepancy of the periods assigned by 
them, we may verify the fact of the pre- 
valence of these announced judgments, 
hitherto, throughout the whole lifetime of 
the Church. 

As regards ultimate fulfilment, there 
can be no doubt, that all these judgments 
on the world without, as well as the mani- 
festation (of which they form a part) of 
the conquering career of the Kingdom of 
Christ, will reach their culminating point 
before the coming of the great and terrible 
day of the Lord. 

9—11,] OPENING OF THE FIFTH SBAL. 
We may at once observe, that the whole 
character of the vision is altered. The 
four living-beings have uttered each his 
cry of goxyov, and are now silent. No 
more horses and riders go forth upon the 
earth. The scene is changed to the hea- 
venly altar, and the ery is from thence. 
Any interpretation which makes this 
vision of the same kind with and consecu- 
tive to the four preceding, must so far be 
wrong. In one point only is the character 
of the former vision sustained. It is the 
Karotovrrec emi Tic yo who are objects 
of the judgment invoked: as it was the 
earth, and its inhabitants, and its produce, 
which were the objects of the former judg- 
ments. See again below on the sixth seal. 

9.] And when he opened the fifth 


of sacrifice which is here meant ; togay- to 42- 


pévwrv, which follows, seems plainly to 
imply this: see below) the souls (i. e. de- 
parted spirits. It is manifestly idle to 
enquire, seeing that the Apostle was in a 
state of spiritual and supernatural vision, 
how these disembodied spirits became 
visible to him. That they were not, as 
Kichhorn, clothed with bodies, is manifest) 
of those that have been slain on account 
of the word of God and on account of the 
testimony which they had (i. e. which 
was committed to them to bear, and which 
they bore: see reff., especially ch. xii. 17. 
The testimony is one borne by them, as 
most Commentators: not one borne to 
them by the faithful Witness, as Diisterd. 
and Ebrard, most unnaturally: for how 
could the testimony borne to them before 
the Father by Christ [so Ebr.] be the 
cause of their being put to death on 
earth ? Much has been said about 
the souls of the martyrs not being their 
departed spirits, which must be conceived 
of as being in bliss with Christ [cef. 
Hengstb. ], and in consequence it has been 
imagined that these were only their 
animal lives, resident in the blood and 
shed forth with it. But nosuch difficulty 
really exists. We know, whatever be the 
bliss of the departed martyrs and con- 
fessors, that they are waiting for the com- 
ing of the Lord, without which they are 
not perfect : and in the holy fire of their 
purified zeal, they look forward to that 
day as one of righteous judgment on the 
ungodly world. The representation here, 
in which they are seen under the altar, is 
simply symbolical, carrying out the liken- 
ing of them to victims slain on an altar. 
Even as the blood of these victims was 
poured under the altar and the life was in 
the blood, so their souls are represented as 
under the symbolical altar in heaven, cry- 
ing for vengeance, as blood is often said to 
do. After this, it hardly need be said 
that no inference can be drawn from this 
vision respecting the intermediate state 
between the death of the saints and the 
coming of the Lord): and they cried 
with a great voice, saying (viz. ai 
Wvyai, which are identified in the sen- 
tence with the persons themselves: not, 
as Ebr. and Diisterd. the éopaypévor as 
distinguished from the wvyai) Until 
when (i. e. how long: see reff.), thou 
Master (Seomérys is the correlative of 
doddAog, cf. aivdovdor below, ver. 11, and 
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x. 24. Ps. xii.1, 2. lxi. 8, 


11.29. Actsiv.24only. Isa.i. 24. iii. 1. see2 Pet. ii.2. Jude 4. 


John xvii.3. 1 Thess. i. 9. see ch. iii. 7 reff. 


xviii. 3,5. Rom. xii.19. 2 Cor. x. 6. ch. xix.2 only. 
m ch, fii. 10 reff. 
o eh, iii. 4. 


xiii. 30. Gen. iv. 10 al. fr. 
9,13, 14. xxii. l4only. Ezek. x. 2. 


9. aft edoy ins car C; pref f. 
tol copt Cypr Primas. 


aft Wuxac ins rwy avwy 4. 
aft wapruptay ins rov apmov B rel syr-dd Andr-p Areth ; 


z= Acts ii. 27 
(from Ps. xv. 
10), 81. ch. 
xx. 4 only. 
Wisd. iii. 1. 
Jos, Antt. vi. 
14. 2. 


ara \ ach. v. 6 reff. 
em © = ch. i.2. 
¢ = John xiv. 


21. ch. xii.17. 
74. John 
e voc., Luke xii. 82. xviii. 11. John xx. 28al. Ps.v.2. f = Luke 
g ch. iv. 11. h of God, 
iw. éx, ch. xviii. 20. Ps. xlii.1. k Luke 
4 Kings ix.7. 1 Kings xxiv. 13. 1 = Matt. 


n Mark xii. 88 J]. xvi.5, Luke xv. 22. ch. vii. * 


om 2nd ova A 


avtov aprviov 46; inoou xprorov m 34-5 Andr-coisl : om AC n 36. (88.) 47 vulg Andr-a 


Primas.—for paor., excAnovay 38. 


10. rec (for exoaéav) expaZov, with ct. 38 (n, ¢ sil) Andr, clamabant vulg : exexoatay 


19: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth, clamaverunt Cypr Primas. 
Babcdfgm 2. 6. 9. 11-3-6-9. 26-7. 30-2-3. 40-1-8. 50-1. 90 Andr-coisl. 


gwyny peyadny 
rec 


ins o bef adnOuvoc, with m 16. 302-5. 51 (df h 13. 39. 90, e sil) Andr: om AC B rel 


Andr-coisl Areth. 


rec (for x) azo, with 1 (17! ?) 33 (1 35-6-9. 40, e sil) Andr: eze 


n: cat 38: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth, de vulg lat-ff. 
11. rec sdo@noar.. . crodat Aeveat, with 39 (e sil) valg copt Primas: txt AC B rel (4) 


syr-dd Clem Andr Areth Cypr.—ed00n wva (omg avroc to avrote) 1. 
(with none of our mss): scaorw 2. 4.19 Clem: exacrw avrwy no syr 


rec exaoTolc 
-dd eth: avrosc 


B rel arm Areth: avrotc exaorw AC fh 1m 10-1-2-3-6-7-8. 34-6-8-9. 47-9. 51. 90 Bt 


see ch. i. 1; Luke it. 29; 1 Tim. vi. 1. 
It is God who is here addressed; with 
Him rests the time when to avenge His 
elect, cf. Luke xviii. 7, 8) holy and true 
(see on ch. iii. 7, for the sense of ddnOcvdc 
in such connexion: here it is too evi- 
dently intended of subjective truthfulness 
for the other meaning even to be brought 
into question: and it is wonderful that 
Diisterd. should have insisted on it, “der 
Herr, welder in Wahrheit diefen Namen 
verdient.’” For the voc. expressed by 
the nom. witb the art., see reff., and 
Winer, edn. 6, p. 164, § 29. 2), dost thon 
not judge (give decision in the matter of ; 
with é«, see reff.) and exact vengeance 
for our blood from (reff.: azo is found 
in Luke xviii. 3) them that dwell upon 
the earth (i. e. the ungodly world, as 
distinguished from the church of God)? 

As hitherto, so here again, the ana~ 
logy and order of our Lord’s great pro- 
phecy in Matt. xxiv. 11 is closely followed. 
“The signs of His coming, and of the end 
of the world” were there announced by 
Himself as war, famine, and pestilence, 
vy. 6,7. And when He had declared that 
these were but the beginning of sorrows 
[wdivwy |, He next, vv. 9 f., announces 
the persecution and martyrdom of His 
people. Similarly here, after the judg- 
ments already announced, we have the 
prayer for vengeance on the part of the 


martyrs, and the announcement of more 
sttch martyrdoms to come. And as our 
Lord’s prophecies received @ partial fulfil- 
ment in the events preceding the destruc- 
tion of Jerusalem, and may have done so 
again and again since, but await their great 
and final fulfilment when the day of His 
coming approaches, so it is with these. 
The cry of the martyrs’ blood has been 
ever going up before God since Stephen 
fell; ever and anon, at some great time of 
persecution, it has waxed louder: and so 
on through the ages it shall accumulate 
and gather strength, till the great issue of 
the parable Luke xviii. 1 ff. is accom- 
plished. And there was given to them 
[each] a white robe (there will be no real 
difficulty in understanding this, if we are 
careful to mark its real place and interpret 
it accordingly. The white robe, in this 
book, is the vestment of acknowledged and 
glorified righteousness in which the saints 
walk and reign with Christ: cf. ch. iii. 4; 
vii. 13 ff., al. This was given to the mar- 
tyrs: but their prayer for vengeance was 
not yet granted. The Seer saw in vision 
that this was so. The white robe was not 
actually bestowed. as some additional boon, 
but seemed in vision to be thus bestowed, 
because in that vision one side only of the 
martyrs’ intermediate state had been pre- 
sented, viz. the fact of their slaughter and 
their collective ery for vengeance. Now, 
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. 47 to Sle 


al. Isa. liv. 
ie t = (see note) here only. 

10. xxii.9 only. Ezra iv. 7, 9. 
w=—ver.1. ch. x. 7. 
y Matt. v.86. ver.5 only. (2 John 12 reff.) 
‘ 


Andr. 
xpovor bef err A am(with fuld al). 


u Matt. xviii. 28, 29, 31, 33. xxiv. 49. Col. i. 7. iv. 7. ch. xix. 
v (-krevv-) Matt. x. 28, Mark xii.5. Luke xii. 4. 2 Cor. iii. 6. 
x Matt. viii. 24. xxiv. 7 (. xxvii. 54. xxviii. 2. Acts xvi. 26. ch. viii.15 al5. Amosi.1. 


rec avaravowyrat, with C rel Andr Areth: txt ABdk1n1. 13. 
om pexpoy B rel eth-rom Andr-coisl Areth : 
ins AC n 1. 36-8. 51 vss Andr Primas, and bef ypovoy 47. 
hn 10-7. 33-6. 49. 51 (4. 37 Bt, e sil) Andr: om AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


rec aft «we ins ov, with 
rec 


mAnpwoorrat, with (none of our mss) Areth : tAnowoow AC e 51: wAnpwoovow 
ce gn 36: rAnowowow N B rel Andr.—ewe tAnowow (with o superscribed) bef ere 


xXpovov picoov 1. 


om 8rd «at B vulg arm Cypr. 


ins cat bef ot peddAovTec B 


abcdefgj 2.6. 9. 18. 26-7. 30-2-3(-5, e sil)-9. 40-1-2-7-8. 50 Andr-a Areth Cypr, 


Primas. 


rec azrokrevecOa, with fj 1 (6. 16. 27. 30 and Bch’s mss, e sil) Andr 


Areth: amoxrevec@ar B rel: txt AC a 2. 9. 17-8-9. 34-5. 47. 50-1 Andr-coisl. 


12. aft edoy ins car 1. 
and lat-ff): om C B rel 1 vss gr-lat-ff. 


rec ins ov bef sercpnoc, with A vulg-ed(with some mss 
rec peyac bef eyevero, with C B rel 1 Andr 
Areth Primas: txt A c am(with demid fuld lipss tol) Vict. 


pedrac bef eyeveto B 


rel copt Andr-coisl: pweyag ey. m: ry. weyac 19: txt AC n 17. 33(-6-8-9. 41-2, e sil) 


vulg syr-dd Andr Areth. 
Promiss: ins AC B rel vss Andr-p Areth. 


as over against that, the other more glo- 
rious side is presented, viz. that though 
the collective ery for vengeance is not yet 
answered, yet individually they are blessed 
in glory with Christ, and waiting for their 
fellows to be fully complete), and it was 
said to them that they shall rest (not 
merely, abstain from their cry for ven- 
geance, be quiet [so De W., al.] :—but 
rest in blessedness, see ch. xiv. 18, and ref. 
Daniel) yet a [little] while (with or with- 
out piepdy, the sense is much the same: 
with it, the shortness of the space is made 
more definite: without it, it is left to in- 
ference), until (construction, see reff.) their 
fellow-servants (see above on deomdrnc) 
also and their brethren (the kal... . kal 
may be taken as “both... and,” in which 
case two different sets of persons are in- 
dicated by the odvdovXor and the adedgoi, 
which distinction it would not be easy to 
give an account of. So that I prefer re- 
garding the first cai as “also,” “as well 
as themselves,” and the two substantives 
as describing [notwithstanding the repe- 
tition of the ot before adeAgoi] the same 
persons ; those who are ot otvdovdo ad- 
ray and ot adedXpoi air&yv: the former 
term reminding them of the necessity of 
completeness as far as the service of their 
one Master is concerned: the latter, as far 
as they belong to one and the same great 
family) shall have accomplished (scil. 
“their course.’ Considering that this ab- 


rec om oAn, with h m 1. 10-7. 35(37. 40-9 Br, e sil) Andr 


solute use of wAnoovy without an object 
following is an dak Deyopuevor, it is 
strange that Ebr. and Diisterd. should de- 
signate mAnowowo.y as an explanatory 
reading for rAnpw0do.v. If this latter be 
read, then we must render, shall have been 
completed [in number]; a meaning found 
Luke xxi. 24; Acts vii. 23, 30, ix. 23, 
xxiv. 27: ef. also Col. ii. 10, which sug- 
gests another reason for altering to -@dotv), 
who are about to be slain as also they 
were. 

12—VII. 17.] OPENING OF THE SIXTH 
SEAL, AND ITS ATTENDANT VISIONS. 
And herein [12—17] Immediate approach 
of the great day of the Lord, Matt. xxiv. 
29 ||: (vii. 1—8) gathering of the elect 
out of the four winds, Matt. xxiv. 31: 
(vii. 9—17) vision of the whole glorified 
church, Matt. xxv. 

The interpretation of this sixth seal is a 
crucial point in Apocalyptic exegesis. We 
may unhesitatingly set down all interpre- 
tations as wrong, which view as the fulfil- 
ment of this passage any period except 
that of the coming of the Lord. See the 
grounds of this below. And I saw when 
he opened the sixth seal, and a great 
earthquake took place (we have no word 
but “earthquake” for ceopds, but it 
does not by any means cover the meaning. 
For here the heavens are shaken [against 
Diisterd.], and the sea, and the dry land. 
See Hag. ii. 6, 7, and the comment in 
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‘ant. ii. 18 only. Matt, xxi. 10, xxvii. 51. xxviii.4. Heb. xii. 26 (from Hag. ii. ly. 
g Acts xv. 89 only. Ezek. xliii. 21 only. h Isa. xxxiv. 4. i Heb. i. 12 aes from Ps at on aes 
xviii.8only. k = Matt. xxvi.52. John xi. 48. ch. ii. 5. xii. 14. i 
only. Prov. xvii.13. (Matt. xxiii. 4. xxvii. 80 | Mk. Acts xvii, 28. xxi. 30. xxiy.5 only.) m Mark 
vi. 21. ch. xviii. 23 only. Isa. xxxiv. 12 al. 
xxv. passim, & ch. xix. 18. 1 Chron. xiii. 1, 
p ch, xiii. 16 reff. 


n Mark vi.21. John xviii. 12 only, exe. Acts xxi.— 
och.v.3al. Prov. xvi. 32. Lam.i. 15 al. 


13. for ovpavov, Oeov A. ezeocoy B rel Andr Areth: txt AC 191.17. 33-8. 51 
(13. 30. 39. 40-1-2, e sil). (d illeg.) for Bade, Badrovea rel syr-dd eth Andr- 
comm: Baddovoa j m 13-6. 30-4-5-9. 51. 90: amoBadre n 37: azoBadovea 38: 
Bare 1: txt AC B 10-7. 36 (f h 49 Br, e sil) vulg Andr-a Areth. Tec peyadov bef 
avepov, with hn 1.17. 36 (37-9. 40-1-9 Br, e sil) copt Andr: txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd 
Andr-cois] Areth Primas. for cetopevn, cadevopevn A 12. 

14. rec om 6 (with 2. 13, e sil) : ins AC B rel 1 Andr Areth.—om 0 ovpavog k. 
rec ethuc., with d(appy) n 1. 18. 27. 33(-6, e sil). 47-9?.51: txt AC B rel.— -copevos ab 
cdegj kn 2. 4. 6. 9. 16-8-9. 27. 30-2-8-9. 40-7-8. 50-1. 90 Andr-p Areth.  yvyoooe 
CB. améexeivnoay A. 

15. rec transp zAovoror and yiALapyxou, with 36-8 : txt AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff.—om kat 
bef ot xiv. A. rec (for kat ot cexvpor) Kat or Ovvaroe (with none of our mss): om 
1. 12. 36: txt AC B rel Andr Areth. rec ins mac bef eXevOepoe, with hn 1. 10-7. 
38 (87. 49 Br, e sil) copt Andr: om AC B rel vulg syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth. 


Heb. xii. 26 f.- Compare also Zech. xiv. 
4, 5), and the sun became black as sack- 
cloth of hair (see ref. Isa. The cloth 
meant is the cilicium: see note on Acts 
xviii. 3. This answers to Matt. xxiv. 29,— 
evOvc O& pera Thy ON\ipiw THY rjpepov 
éxeivwv 0 HArtoc oKorioOhHoera...., and 
to 6 #Atog pEeTacrpagdhosrat eic¢ oKdroc, 
in Joel ii. 31), and the whole moon (i. e. 
not the moon in her crescent or her incom- 
plete form, but entire; as we say, the full 
moon) became as blood (so Matt. 1. c., 
kai y oednvn ob dvoe TO péiyyoc abrijc: 
and Joel ii. 31, wai 7 oeAnvn sic atya, 
apiv EXOeiv THY mpEpav KUpiov TIY pEya- 
Anv Kai éripary), and the stars of the 
heaven fell to the earth (so Matt. 1. c., 
wal ot dorépeg wecovvTar amd TOU obpa- 
vod), a8 a fig-tree casteth her unripe 
figs (Avv00c, 7d pi) TETAappEVOY BdKOY, 
Hesych. De W. explains it to mean, the 
winter figs, which almost always fall off un- 
ripe) when shaken by a great wind (so 
Matt. again, 1. ¢., kai ai duvapec ror 
oipavay carevOnoovrat, It is remark- 
able, that in Matt., when the description 
has finished, the next words are a70 rij¢ 
cveng padere THY mapaBorny. The si- 
militude from the fig-tree, though a dif- 
3 


ferent one, rises to the mind of the Apostle 
as he sees in vision the fulfilment of his 
Master’s words which were so shortly fol- 
lowed by a similar illustration. The ima- 
gery itself, as that in the beginning of the 
next verse, is from Isa. xxxiv. 4). And 
the heaven parted asunder as a scroll 
when rolled up (the stars having fallen 
from it, the firmament itself was removed 
away, as an open scroll which is rolled up 
and put by. So also almost verbatim, 
Isa. xxxiv. 4), and every mountain and 
island were moved out of their places 
(cf. again Matt. xxiv. 35, 6 obpardg¢ Kai 4 
yh mapededvoovrar: the whole earth is 
broken up by a change as total as any of 
those previous ones which have prepared 
it for its present inhabitants. Cf. ch. 
xvi. 20; and Nahum i. 5, ra don éoeicOn- 
cay an’ avrov Kai ot Bovvoi éoadsbOnoar, 
kal aveorady 1) yh) ard Tpocwrov abrov 
1) otpmaca kai mayreg ot KaTotKovYTEC 
ty avrg). And the kings of the earth 
and the great men (the word peyordveg 
belongs to later Greek. It serves here to 
designate the great civil officers, states- 
men and courtiers, as distinguished from 
the next following) and the chief captains 
(see reff., especially those in Acts, where 
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17. for avrov, avrwy © 38 vulg syr-dd Fulg Promiss: txt A B rel copt Andr Areth 967,30, 


Primas. es toae 
Cuap. VII. 1. om «ar AC vulg copt Primas: ins-B rel syr-dd eth Andr Areth. a ot 


rec (for rovro) ravra, with g n 33 (27. 30. 47, e sil) vss Andr Primas: txt AC B rel 


the officer in command of the garrison at 
Jerusalem is so called) and the rich men 
and the strong men (hitherto the enume- 
ration has comprised all those who from 
their circumstances would have most 
ground for trust in the permanence of the 
existing state of the earth: these last, the 
isxvpoi, being perhaps the physically 
strong, cf. Ps. xxxii. 16: or perhaps all 
those who on account of any ioyve, phy- 
sical or intellectual, are of the number of 
the sturdy or stout-hearted. The word is 
commonly used by the LXX as an epithet 
or even as a name [6 tsxupdc] of Je- 
hovah : but also as here: see reff. Now, 
the catalogue becomes more general) and 
every man, bond and free, hid them- 
selves in (cic, pregn.; ran for shelter 
into) the caves and in the rocks of the 
mountains (see reff. Isa., from which the 
imagery comes), and say to the mountains 
and to the rocks, Fall upon us and hide 
us from the countenance (see reff., espe- 
cially Nahum: and cf. Ps. xxxiii. 16, 
mpdcwmoy Kupiov émi wowvyTag Kaka) of 
Him that sitteth upon the throne, and 
from the wrath of the Lamb (the imagery 
is from Hosea x. 8, further impressed by 
our Lord’s solemn saying on the way to 
Calvary, Luke xxiii. 80:—the meaning, 
that all these shall seek death or annihila- 
tion in terror of the coming day, when 
they shall have to stand before God): 
because the great day (we have no way 
in English of expressing the 1 peyady 
without an awkward periphrasis. The 
art. lifts the adjective out of its mere 
epithetal office, and makes it almost a 
title—the day, that great day: cf. Acts 
viii. 10, where the people say of Simon 
Magus, otré¢g éoriy 1) Ovvapic TOU Deov 
H Kadoupévy peyddy. This name, ») ip. 


 peyadn, if properly considered, should 
have kept expositors firm here to the 
great verity of this part of the Apocalyp- 
tic visions, and prevented them from go- 
ing in omnia alia as they have done) of 
His wrath is come (the virtually perfect 
sense of the aor. 7A@ev here can hardly 
be questioned. Yet even here an account 
may be given of the aoristic use: see 
note on ch. xi. 18), and who is able to 
stand (reff.) }—We are thus brought to 
the very threshold itself of the great day 
of the Lord’s coming. It has not yet 
happened: but the tribes of the earth are 
troubled at its immediate approach, and 
those terrible signs with which all Scrip- 
ture ushers it in, have taken place. We 
are now then arrived at the time described 
in Matt. xxiv. 30: the coming itself of the 
Son of man being for a while kept in the 
background, as hereafter to be resumed. 
He is seen as it were coming: but before 
the vengeance is fully accomplished, the 
elect: of God then living on the earth must 
be gathered, as Matt. xxiv. 31, out of the 
four winds of heaven, from among the in- 
habitants of the earth. To this ingather- 
ing the sealing in our text is the necessary 
preliminary. The correspondence between 
the series of prophecies holds even in the 
minutest particulars, and where they do 
not correspond, their very differences are 
full of instruction. See these pointed out 
as we proceed. 

Cu. VII. 1—8.] THE SEALING oF THE 
Exeor. [And] after this (these words, 
peta Todro, shew that the opening of the 
sixth seal is complete, and that what is 
now to follow,—yviz. the two visions each 
introduced with similar words, wera rodro 
[raira| eldov,—comes in by way of epi- 
sode. They represent two great events, 
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b Acts xiv. 15. 


ie ix. 26 (from Hos. i. 10). 2Cor. iii: 8. vi. 16. 1 Tim. iii. 18.iv. 10. Heb. iii.12. ix.14. xii. 22. ch. 
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ey is ¢ constr., ch. iii. 8 reff. 
8. xvii. 17. xx. 3, 5. 
h= Matt. xxv.14. Ezrav.11. 


copt Andr-coisl Areth. 
26. 30. 
pen C. 


om exe Thc yng A. 


Oevdowy syr-dd eth. 


d ch. iii. 21. vi. 4 reff. 
g=here, &c.only. (John vi. 27, Eph.i. 18, iv. 30. ch. x. 4 reff.) 


for avepouc, ayyedoue 1. 
om rye bef Padaconc A. 
rec (for te) way, with h n 10-7. 36 (37. 49 Br, e sil) Andr: om A syr-dd 
eth: rave 19: txt C B rel vulg copt Andr-coisl Areth Primas. 


e = ch. vi. 6 reff. fch. xv. 


ins o bef avenoc Cafe k 
for last pnre, 


devOpov A: 


2. rec (for avaBa.vovra) avaBavra (with none of our mss): txt AC B rel Orig Andr 


Areth. avaroAwy A 90. 


(for axpr) axptc ov, with B rel Andr Areth 


the sealing of the elect on earth, and the 
great final assemblage of the saints in 
heaven. The great day of the Lord’s 
judgment is not described; it is all but 
brought before us under the sixth seal, 
and is actually going on in the first of 
these episodes [see below]: but only that 
part of it which regards the saints appears 
to us, and that only by its result—their 
gathering in to heaven) I saw four angels 
(not, as many interpreters, bad angels ; 
nor does it necessarily follow that we are 
to adopt the analogy of ch. xvi. 5 and to 
regard them as “angels of the winds:” 
but simply angels, to whom this office is 
committed. This is all that is declared to 
us in the text, and it is idle to enquire 
beyond it. All allegorizing and all indi- 
vidualizing interpretations are out of the 
question) standing upon the four corners 
(émt with accus. at the first appearance, 
as indicating the coming into that posi- 
tion, “sensu pregnanti;” see on ch. iv. 
2) of the earth (i. e. North, South, East, 
and West, the cardinal points from which 
the winds blow) holding the four winds 
of the earth, that the wind may not blow 
on the earth nor on the sea nor against 
any tree (the three disjunctives, pire, 
merely couple, without any climax), and 
I saw another angel (as before, simply an 
angel ; not.as has been fancied, our Lord, 
nor the Holy Spirit; cf. rod God nor 
below) coming up from the rising of the 
sun (avaBatvovra, because the rising of 


exoaley A Andr-a-p. 
8. for Ist pyre, cat A 37-8. 41-2 vulg (with am, agst demid fuld lips-4 tol). 


rec 


:axorg avn 18 Andr-a: txt AC 1.12 Orig,. 


the sun is low on the earth’s horizon, 
whereas the Apostle was in heaven, look- 
ing down on the earth: and amd davato- 
Ajjs HAtov, as naturally agreeing with the 
glorious and salutary nature of his em- 
ployment. Cf. Ezek. xliii. 2; Mal. iv. 2. 
The allegorical interpretations which have 
been given are entirely uncountenanced 
in the text), having the seal (odpayida, 
though anarthrous, is defined by the pos- 
sessive gen. following) of the living God 
(Lavros, as giving to the seal solemnity and 
vital import) : and he cried with a great 
voice to the four angels to whom it was 
given (reff.) to injure (viz. by letting loose 
the winds, which they as yet held in) the 
earth and the sea, saying, Do not ye in- 
jure the earth nor the sea nor the trees, 
until we (not, Z: see Matt. xxiv. 31, cited 
below) shall have sealed the servants of 
our God (the God alike of the speaker and 
of those addressed) upon their foreheads 
(the noblest, as well as the most conspicu- 
ous part of the human frame). 

This vision stands in the closest analogy 
with Matt. xxiv. 31, where immediately 
after the appearing of the sign of the Son 
of man and the mourning of the tribes of 
the earth, we read, kai amooredet Tod 
ayyédoug abrov pera aadatyyoc pwrig 
peyadne, kal émiovvatovow rove éKxdeK- 
rove avrow ke THY TEcodpwY aryépwY, aT’ 
dixpwy ovparvdy Ewe dkpwy aitov. The 
judgment of the great day is in fact 
going on in the background; but in this 
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first and general summary of the divine 
judgments and dealings, in which the 
sighs of Creation and of the Church for 
Christ’s coming are set before us, only 
that portion of its proceedings is described 
which has reference to these two. When 
the strain is again taken up, the case ea 
reference are different. 

The questions now arise, 1) who 
these that are sealed ? and 2) what is the 
intent of their bein sealed? 1) Those 
‘who have followed the preceding course 
of interpretation will have no difficulty in 
anticipating the reply. They_are, pri- 
marily, those elect_of God who-shall be 


living upon earth at, the time here indi- 
cated, viz. that _of the coming of sthe 


Lord: those indicated in Matt. xxiv. 31, 
above cited. (On the import and reason 
of the use of Zsrael and its tribes, I shall 
speak below.) As such, they are not iden- 
sonia with, es are tndeusto te the creat 
multitude which no man can eee of 
ver. 9 ff. But they are also symbolical of 
the_first-fruits of the church: see notes 
‘on ch. xiv. 1 ff. 4.) And I heard 
the number of the sealed, an hundred 
and forty-four thousand sealed (the num- 
ber is symbolical of fixedness and full 
completion, 12 x 12, taken a thousand 
fold. No one that I am aware of has 
taken it literally, and supposed that just 
this particular number and no more is 
imported. The import for us is that the 
Lord knoweth and sealeth His own: that 
the fulness of their number shall be accom- 
plished and not one shall fail: and, from 
what follows, that the least as well as the 
greatest of the portions of his Church, 
shall furnish its quota to this blessed 
company: see more below) from every 
tribe (i.e. from the sum of the tribes; 
from every tribe, all being taken to- 
gether. This is evident from what fol- 
lows. For this accumulative sense of rac 
with an anarthrous substantive, see reff. 
and Winer, edn. 6, p. 101, § 18. 4) of the 
sons of Israel (this has been variously un- 
derstood. By many, and even by the 


most recent Commentator, Diisterdieck, 
these sealed ones are taken to represent 
Jewish believers: the chosen out of the 
actual children of-Israel. I need hardly 


.say that such an interpretation seems 


to me to be quite inconsistent with the 
usage of this book. Our rule in such cases 
must be, to interpret a term, where it may 
possibly be ambiguous, by the use of the 
same term, if we can discover any, in a place 
or places where it is clear and unmistake- 
able. Now in the description of the hea- 
venly Jerusalem, ch. xxi. 9 ff., we have the 
names rHy Owoeca puiGy vidy “IooanAr 
inscribed on its 12 gates. Can there be 
any doubt as to the import of those names 
in that place ? Is it not, that the city thus 
inscribed is the dwelling-place of the Israel 
of God? Or are the upholders of the literal 
sense here prepared to carry it out there, 
and to regard these inscribed names as im- 
porting that none but the literal descend- 
ants of Israel dwelt within ? [For observe 
that such an inference could not be escaped 
by the fact of the names of the 12 Apostles 
being inscribed on its foundations: those 
being individual names, the others collec- 
tive. ] It seems certain, by this expression 
being again used there “ totidem verbis,” 
that the Apostle must here, as there, have 
intended Israel to be taken not as the 
Jewish nation, but as the Israel of God. 
Again, we have a striking indication fur- 
nished in ch. iii. 12, who these children of 
Israel are, and to what city they be- 
long : —o vindv...ypdipo ém aitév 7d 
dvopa Tov OE0d ‘hie, kal TO dvopo, THs 
aédews TOD Veod pov TAS Kaus ‘Iepov- 
oahyp., 1) karaPaivovoa é« TOU obpavod 
amd rob Oe0d pov, Kai TO dvoud pov Td 
ckavvév. These words serve to bind to- 
gether the sealing here, and the vision 
of the new Jerusalem in ch. xxi. Nor is 
it any valid objection to this view that 
the persons calling themselves Jews in ch. 
ii. 9, iii. 9, have been taken to be actual 
Jews. There is a wide difference in the 
circumstances there, as there is also in 
the appellation itself): out of the tribe of 
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Judah, twelve thousand sealed, &c. &c.— 
The points to be noticed in this enumera- 
tion are, 1) that with the exception of 
Judah being placed first, the order of the 
tribes does not seem to follow any assign- 
able principle. It may indeed be not with- 
out reason, that Reuben, the eldest, next 
follows Judah, and Benjamin the youngest 
is placed last, with Joseph his own brother: 
but beyond this all is uncertainty : as any 
one will find, who attempts to apply to the 
order any imaginable rule of arrangement. 
So far has been generally confessed. “ Nul- 
lus servatur ordo, quia omnes in Christo 
pares,” says Grotius. 2) That the tribe of 
Dan is omitted. This is accounted for by 
the fathers and ancient interpreters, from 
the idea [founded on Gen. xlix. 17] that 
antichrist was to arise from this tribe. So 
Areth. in Catena,—y rov Ady gvdi tic 
owrnolacg éxPéBAnrat, dire paevovoa Toy 
"Avrixpiotoy, Kai bn’ abrov cvyKporou- 
pévn, Kai TOUTW TpOCavéxovea, Kai Kadb- 
xna rTovToy mpoBadromévn Kai KAéo¢ 
akdéec cai 6\EOptov: by most Commenta- 
tors, from the fact, that this tribe was the 
first to fall into idolatry, see Judg. xviii. : 
by others [Grot., Ewald, De W., Ebrard, 
Diisterd., al.], from the fact that this tribe 
had been long ago as good as extinct. 
Grot. quotes for this a Jewish tradition, — 
«jam olim ea tribus ad unam familiam 
Hussim reciderat, ut aiunt Hebrei, que 
ipsa familia bellis interiisse videtur ante 
Esdree tempora.”” Accordingly we find in 
1 Chron. iv. ff. where all Israel are reckoned 
by genealogies, that this tribe is omitted 


_ altogether. This latter seems the more 


probable account here, seeing that in order 
to the number 12 being kept, some one 
of the smaller tribes must be omitted. In 
Deut. xxxiii., Simeon is omitted. 3) That 
instead of Ephraim, Joseph is mentioned. 
We have a somewhat similar instance in 
Num. xiii. 11, with this difference, that 
there it is “of the tribe of Joseph, namely 
of the tribe of Manasseh.” The substitu- 
tion here has been accounted for by the 
“untheocratic” recollections connected 
with the name Ephraim [so e. g. Diisterd. ]. 


But this may well be questioned. In 
the prophecy of Hosea, where the name 
so frequently occurs, it designates Israel 
repentant, as well as Israel backsliding ; 
cf. especially ch. xiv. 4—8, the recollection 
of which would admirably fit the spirit 
of this present passage. I should rather 
suppose that some practice had arisen 
which the Apostle adopts, of calling 
the tribe of Ephraim by this name. 4) 
That the tribe of Levi is included among 
the rest, hardly appears to depend on the 
reason assigned by Bengel, al., that the 
Levitical ceremonies being now at an end, 
all are alike priests and have access to 
God: for in some O. T. catalogues, even 
where territorial division is in question, 
Levi is not omitted: the cities of the 
priests being mentioned under the head of 
this tribe. Cf. 1 Chron. vi. 

It yet remains to enquire, before passing 
on to the second vision in this episode, 
what is the import and intent of the seal- 
ing here mentioned. It has been the ge- 
neral view, that it was to exempt those 
sealed from the judgments which were to 
come on the unbelieving. And it can 
hardly be denied, that this view receives 
strong support from Scripture analogy, 
e. g. that of Exod. xii. and Ezek. ix., 
especially the latter, where the exempted 
ones are marked, as here, on their fore- 
heads. It is also borne out by our ch. ix. 
4, where these sealed ones are by implica- 
tion exempted from the plague of the 
locusts from the pit. It is again hardly 
possible to weigh fairly the language used 
in this place itself, without coming to the 
same conclusion. The four angels are 
commanded not to begin their work of 
destruction, until the sealing has taken 
place. For what imaginable reason could 
such a prohibition be uttered, unless those 
who were to be sealed were to be marked 
out for some purpose connected with that 
work? And for what purpose could they 
be thus marked out, if not for exemption P 
The objection brought against this view 
by Diisterd., that so far from being ex- 
empt from trials, the saints in glory have 
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z ch. iii. 8 reff, 
a Matt. x. 30. 
Luke xii. 7 
only. Gen. 
xvi. 10. 
b = ver. 4reff. 
¢c ch, v. 9 reff. ma 
aoe = TOV 
. xi. 9. 
xvii. 15. Acts \ U ‘ 
iv 5,97 © otoAac = AsvKag, Kal 
(from Ps. ii. 10 
ae Rom. xv. 
1. 


d constr., see 
ch. iv. 1 al. ech. i. 4. 
iv. 380. see ch. iii. 5-reff. 
only. 


9. om wdov C. 
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oxAov woAvy A vuig copt eth Primas. 
om avroy Brel Andr Areth: ins AC f 33 (13. 26-7. 36 Br, e sil). 


Vit 
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f & constr., Matt. vi. $1. Mark xiv. 51. xvi. 5. ver. 18. ch. x. 1. xi. 8, &c. Jer. 
g Mark xvi. 5. ch. vi. ll al, see ch.iii.4. Esth. vi, 8. h 
(John xii. 18 only. Ps, xci. 12.) 2 Mace. xiv. 4. 


= here 
ich. xix.1, Ps. iii.8 (w.gen.). 


for ov, kar A. 
rec yOvvaro, 


with f g mn 18-9. 35 (16. 37-9. 40-1-2. 51, e sil) Method Andr: dvvarark: txt ACB 


rel. om Kat gvrwy 1. 


rec eatwrec, with A 10-7-8. 36 (h j 13.37. 40-1-2-9. 


90 Br, e sil) Andr: eorwrwy C 38: eorwra a 11-9: txt B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


for 1st evwriory, eu A. 


rec mepuBeBAnpevot, with n 1. 10-7-8 (h j 37-9 Br, e sil) 
Andr Fulg,: zep¢GeBrnpevac g 47: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth Fulg,. 


gpove- 


cac Brel Areth: txt AC m (1 13-7-9. 38, e sil) vulg Andr. 
10. ree (for epaZovotr) coaZovrec, with 1 Areth: txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr 


come out of great tribulation, is grounded 
on the mistake of not distinguishing be- 
tween the trials of the people of God and 
the judgments on the unbelieving world. 
In the latter, the saints have no part, ‘as 
neither had the children of Israel in the 
plagues of Egypt. And indeed the very 
symbolism here used, in which the elect 
are pointed out under the names of the 12 
tribes, serves to remind us of this ancient 
exemption. At the same time, exemption 
from the coming plagues is not the only 
object of the sealing. It serves a positive 
as well as a negative purpose. It appro- 
priates to God those upon whom it has 
passed. For the seal contains His own 
Name, cf. ch. iii. 12, xiv. 1. And thus 
they are not only gathered out of the 
world, but declared to be ready to be ga- 
thered into the city of God. And thus 
the way is prepared for the next vision in 
the episode. 

9—17.] THE GREAT MULTITUDE OF 
THE REDEEMED IN HEAVEN. The open- 
ing of the sixth seal introduced the coming 
of the Lord. The first vision of the epi- 
sode revealed the gathering together of 
the elect from the four winds. But before 
the seventh and last seal can be opened, 
and the book of God’s purposes be un- 
rolled, not only must all things on this 
earth be accomplished, but the whole 
multitude of the redeemed must be ga- 
thered in to the joy of their Lord. Then, 
and not till then, shall we know even as 
we are known, and read the mystery of 
God’s ways without hindrance. Accord- 
ingly, in this sublime vision we are ad- 
mitted to a sight of the finished state of 
glory, in which the seventh seal shall be 
opened. After these things (sce above on 


ver. 1. The term indicates separation 
from that which went before, and intro- 
duces a second and distinct vision in the 
episode) I saw, and behold a great multi- 
tude, which (construction, see reff.) no 
one could (the past édvvaro represents the 
classical dy dévarro: not that the attempt 
was actually made, but that if made it 
was sure to fail) number, out of every 
nation (see ch. v. 9) and [all] tribes and 
peoples and tongues (observe, that this 
very specification, of a multitude without 
number, carries us on past the first or 
millennial resurrection, indicated in the 
two former parables of Matt. xxv. [see 
notes there], and past the final judgment 
sublimely described at the end of that 
chapter: ot 68 Sicator cig wv aiwrioy is 
the point at which our vision takes up 
that prophecy. We have ot dikator, in 
their robes of righteousness, made white 
in the blood of the Lamb, already, vv. 15 
—17, in the midst of those pleasures for 
evermore which always stand in Scripture 
for a description of the employments of 
the life everlasting) standing before the 
throne and before the Lamb (by these 
words the vision is fixed as belonging to 
that heaven itself which has been pre- 
viously described, ch. iv. The celestial 
scene becomes filled with this innumerable 
throng: its other inhabitants remaining 
as before) clothed in white robes (see ch. 
vi. 11, note: and below, ver. 14), and 
palm-branches in their hands (bearin 

the palm-branch was a mark of festal joy, 
ef. John xii. 13; 1 Mace. xiii. 51: and 
this practice extended beyond the Jews, 
ef, Paus, Arcad. 48, ot 0& dy@vec goin- 
kog Exovowy ot ToAXOL oTépavoy® sic O8 
tiv dskidy tort kai mavraxod Te viKoyTe 


9—14, 


ATIOKAAYVIS IQANNOY,. 
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for rw Osw, rov Oeov A. 


Kal elmé O¢$ lee i; , z m , t Pgex. xxvii. 
vo pot UTOL &LOLY OL EOK OMEVOL eK THC 3. 


rec (for rw Op0vw) rov Opovov, 


with B 1 1(adding 06 nuwr) 17-8. 36 (j 37-8. 47. 51, e sil): txt AC rel Andr Areth. 
ll. rec (for -kecav) eornnecay, with 1.17.33. 51 (26 Bch’s-5-mss, e sil): txt A rel Andr 
Areth, -enoay B |? 32-5-6. 50}, -cucav C.—rec eor., with C 9. 13-7. 30. 51 (26 Bch’s-5- 


mss, e sil): txt B rel Andr Areth, tor. A 36. 
- aft @povov ins avrov B rel syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth: om 
AC gh n 10-7-8 (87-8. 40-1. 49.51 Br, e sil) vulg Andr lat-ff. 


txt AC 9!. 13-6. 27. 33. 


rec exeooyv, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: 


tec (for ra 


Toocwra) Towcowrov, with 1 copt Andr-p Fulg: txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd arm Andr 


Areth Primas. 


12. om 2nd apyy C 36 Andr-p Primas Fulg Ansb. 


13. om 2nd rac Cn. om evouy 1. 


14. for eipnea, evrov B rel Andr-coisl Areth: txt AC n 36 Andr. 


éeriBépevog goimé. Remember also Vir- 
gil’s “palme, pretium victoribus,” Ain. v. 
111. As regards the palm-branch being 
also called goitmé, we have the authority 
of Pollux [Wetst.], rot pévroe poiricoc 
cai 6 kAXdbog bpwvipwe goimé kadeirar): 
and they cry (the pres. expresses their 
unceasing occupation) with a loud voice, 
saying, Salvation (4% owrnoia, the praise 
of our salvation: the ascription of the sal- 
vation which we have obtained) [be] to 
our God who sitteth on the throne and to 
the Lamb. Ul, 12.] The choir of 
angels, asin ch. v. 11, respond to the ascrip- 
tion of praise. And all the angels were 
standing (corner, here written éorn- 
xecv, is in sense imperfect, just as tornKa 
is in sense present: this latter importing 
“JT have placed myself,” = “I stand,” 
and the former “I had placed myself,” = 
“I was standing”) round the throne 
and the elders and the four living- 
beings, and fell before the throne on 
their faces (then they were in the vision 
in the similitude of men) and worshipped 
God, saying, Amen: the blessing and the 
glory and the wisdom and the thanks- 
giving and the honour and the power 
and the might (observe the sevenfold 
ascription) be to our God unto the ages 
of the ages. Amen. 13—17.] 


rec om pov, 


Explanation of the vision. And one 
of the elders answered (on this use of 
amexoiOn, see reff.) saying to me (the elders 
symbolizing the Church, one of them fitly 
stands out as the interpreter of this vision 
in which the glorified Church is repre- 
sented), These that are clothed in the 
white robes, who are they, and whence 
came they (‘ad hoc interrogat, ut doceat,’ 
Bede. The questions are those ordinarily 
put when we seek for information respect- 
ing strangers. Wetst. compares the ric ; 
mo0ev elec avdodyv; of Homer, and the 
“Qui genus? unde domo?” of Virgil. 
Both enquiries are answered in ver. 14) ? 
And I said to him, My lord (the address 
is one of deep reverence as to a heavenly 
being. See the limits of this reverence in 
ch. xix. 10, xxii. 8, 9), thou knowest (see 
ref. Zech., from which the form of ex- 
pression comes. The od oldac must not 
with Ebrard be forced to mean, “I know 
well, but thou knowest better :” but must 
be taken in its simple acceptation, “I 
know not, but thou dost.” And this 
again need not mean that the Apostle 
had no thought on the subject, but that 
he regarded himself as ignorant in com- 
parison with his heavenly interlocutor). 
And he said to me, These are they that 
come (not, as E. V., “that came; nor 
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7. Isa. i. 18, 


xseech.i.6. (Heb.ix.14. 1 Johni.7.) 
a gen., ch. iv, 8 reff. 


with A 1 «th Primas: ins C B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Cypr. 
for exduvayv, exratuvayv abe gj k 2. 9. 131. 30. 41-2. 50: exdarecvar 1. 
rec aft eXevcavay ins orodag aurwy, with (n?); avrag Ah (n?) 1. 10-2-9. 37. 


poy. A. 


ych.i.4, 


zace., Luke ii. 87. Acts xxvi.7. A-, ch. xxii.5. 


amo 9\up. 


49 Br vulg Andr-p lat-ff: om B rel eth arm Andr-coisl Areth. 
15. rec (for rw Opovw) rou Opovov, with A n 1. 34-5-6. 49'(e j m 17-8-9 Beh’s-5-mss, 


e sil) Andr: txt B rel Areth. 


again must the present be put prominently 
forward, that are coming, as if the num- 
ber in the vision were not yet complete : 


still less is it to be taken as a quasi-future, 


“that shall come,” cf. Erduvay and éreb- 
cavav below ;—but as in the expression 
6 éoyopevoc, the present is merely one of 
designation. Their description, generi- 
cally, is, that “they are they that come, 
&e.”) out of the great tribulation (the 
definite art. ought not to be omitted as 
in E. V. It is most emphatic: “out of 
the tribulation, the great one.” And in 
consequence some, e. g. Diisterd., have 
explained the words of that last great 
time of trial which is to try the saints 
before the coming of the Lord. But to 
limit it to this only, is manifestly out of 
keeping with the spirit of the vision. I 
would rather understand it of the whole 
sum of the trials of the sai i 
viewed. by she Hider as now complete, and 
designated by this emphatic and general 
name: q. d. “all that tribulation”), and 
they washed their robes (the aor. is that 
so often used of the course of this life when 
looked back upon from its yonder side: 
they did this in that life on earth which is 
now [in the vision] past and gone by) and 
made them white (the reff. are full of 
interest) in the blood of the Lamb (i. e. by 
that faith in the atoning blood of Christ of 
which it is said, 77) mioree kaQapioag Tag 
Kapdiag abroy, Acts xv. 9: and 1 John i. 
7, ro aiuaInoov xptorod .... KabapiZe 
nuac ard maonc apmapriac. See also 
Eph. v. 25—27. Several of the ancient 
Commentators have misunderstood this: 
e. g. Areth..—apiv we é rod aiparoc 
abroy 1% inte xoiorod exyvow maone 
arhdnaéev abrode cndtOoc. rp yao olksiov 
aipare BarrisOéivrec AEvEol ard TOU ToL- 
ovrov ouTpod avéBnoay modc Tdy éav- 
réy Baowéta yorordy: and, though dif- 
ferently, Joachim :—“sed cum sancti mar- 
tyres in sanguine suo baptizati sint, quo- 
modo sanguini Christi ascribitur quod 


abluti sunt, et non potius proprio sanguini 
quem pro Christo fuderunt ? sed sciendum 
est, quod postquam empti sumus sanguine 
Christi, et ejus sacratissimo cruori com- 
municare concessi, etiam sanguis noster 
sanguis ejus effectus est.” Similarly Lyra: 
“merito dicitur sanguis Agni, quia est 
sanguis membrorum ejus, in quibus dicit 
se persecutionem pati.’ Ansbert ambigu- 
ously, “eas in sanguine agni candificant, 
subaudis, in Christi passionibus habitum 
mentis exornant.” And Ewald has fallen 
into the same mistake : “‘ sanguine Christi, 
i.e. cede quam ob Christi doctrinam, 
Christi et in hac re exemplar secuti, passi 
sunt.” Observe, we must not separate the 
two acts, washing and making white, as 
Hengstb., interpreting the former of the 
forgiveness of sins, the latter of sanctifica- 
tion: the latter is only the result of the 
former: they washed them, and by so 
doing made them white. The act was a 
life-long one,—the continued purification 
of the man, body, soul, and spirit, by the 
application of the blood of Christ in its 
cleansing power). On this account (de- 
cause they washed their robes white in 
Christ’s atoning and purifying blood: for 
nothing that has spot or wrinkle, or any 
such thing, can stand where they are stand- 
ing: cf. again Eph. v. 27: none will be 
there who are not thus washed) they are 
before the throne of God (in the presence 
of His throne: seeing Him [ Matt. v. 8; 
1 Cor, xiii. 12] as He sees them), and they 
serve Him by day (gen. sing.) and by night 
(“more nostro loquens eternitatem signi- 
ficat,” Bede) in His temple (as His priests, 
conducting the sweet praises of that hea- 
venly choir, ver. 10, and dog what other 
high and blessed service He may delight to 
employ them in): and He that sitteth on 
the throne shall spread His habitation 
over them (it is exceedingly difficult to 
express the sense of these glorious words, 
in which the fulfilment of the O. T. pro- 
mises, such as Levit. xxvi. 11; Isa. iv. 5, 
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VIII. ! Kai °? drav nvokev THY opoaytoa Thy eDoouny, ee 


Isa. xlix. 10. 


xviii. 4. = kavowr, l.c. 
k ch. ii. 27 reff. 


276, § 42.5. 


16. aft Ist ovde ins wn Af 18: om Brel Andr Areth, 


i f=ch. viii.10. Matt, xxi. 44 al. Amos ix. 9. 
h = Matt. xxiv.22. Actsx.14. Rom. iii.20. Gal.ii.16. Exod. xv. 26. 
j Matt. xiii. 25. Mark vii. 31 (1 Cor. vi.5) only, Isa. lvii.5. see ch. v. 6. 
1 1 Matt. xv.14L. John xvi.13, Acts vili.8lonly. Psa. xxii. 3, 
6. (xxii. 1,17. -John iv. 10, vii. 38.) Psa xxxv.9. Isa. l.¢, 
reff. Isa. xxv. 8(apetAe LXX. éfudeiWecs Symm.). 


Joun vi. 35. 


g=Isa.l.c. Ps. cxx.6. 
ich. xvi.9only. Isa. 


m ch, xxi. 
Jer, ii, 13. xvii. 18. neh. iii.5 
o see ch. iv.9. Winer, edn. 6, p. 


ova 2nd ere 1. rec 


(for ovd' ov) ovde, with A fn 4. 17-8. 36-7. 40: txt B rel Andr Areth. 
17. rotpaive and odnyerabce g h?jk m 4. 6. 9. 19. 26-7. 32-3(-4-5, e sil) 47-8-91. 
50 B': zomaver and odnye| 2. 13-6. 30-7. 40-1, but of these 16 (al ?) has zoumadver. 


om aurouc 1. 
Andr-coisl Areth lat-ff. 


rec (for Zwy¢) Zwoac, with 1. 88 Andr: txt A B rel vulg eth 
om cae e€aderer 1. 


rec (for ec) azo, with fn 9. 


16 (g 27. 47. 90, e sil) Andr Tert : txt AC B rel vulg Andr-coisl Areth Cypr. (88 omits 


the clause.) 


Cuap. VIII. 1. rec (for orav) ore, with B rel Andr Areth: om k: txt AC. 


6; Ezek. xxxvii. 27, is announced. They 
give the fact of the dwelling of God among 
them, united with the fact of His protec- 
tion being over them, and assuring to them 
the exemptions next to be mentioned. In 
the word oxnvecer are contained a multi- 
tude of recollections: of the pillar in the 
wilderness, of the Shechinah in the holy 
place, of the tabernacle of witness with all 
its symbolism. These will all now be 
realized and superseded by the overshadow- 
ing presence of God Himself). They shall 
not hunger any more, nor yet (the re- 
peated ov8é is exclusive, and carries a 
climax in each clause) thirst any more, 
neither shall the sun ever light upon 


‘ them, no, nor any (reff.) heat (as, e. g., 


6 kavowy, the sirocco, which word is used 
in Isa. xlix. 10, from whence this whole 
sentence is taken): because the Lamb 
which is in the midst of the throne (the 
ava péov is somewhat difficult to express 
in its strict meaning. In ref. Matt., it has 
the sense of among: in ref. Mark, that of 
through the midst of: in ref, Isa., of be- 
tween. It seems to imply at least two 
things, between or in the midst of which 
any thing passes, or is situate. And in 
order to apply this here, we must remem- 
ber the text and note at ch. v. 6, where 
we found reason to believe that év péow 
Tov Opdvou, k.T.A., imported in the middle 
point in front of the throne. If so, the 
two points required for dvd pécoy would 
be the two extreme ends of the throne to 
Vou. IV. 


the right and to the left. See, besides 
reff.. Exod. xi. 7; Levit. xxvii. 12, 14; - 
Judg. xv. 4; 3 Kings v. 12; Ezek. xxii. 
16) shall tend them (as a shepherd his 
flock), and shall guide them to the foun- 
tains of the waters of life (cf. ch. xxii. 1. 
Zwi¢ is prefixed for emphasis, as capké¢ 
in 1 Pet. iii. 21, 08 capkig amrdOeoic pv- 
mov. Itisnot found in the place of Isaiah, 
which runs thus: 6 éAs@v adrodc rapaka- 
Aécer adrodve, cai Oud rnydy boarwy ak&er 
abrove. See Ps. xxiii. 2): and God shall 
wipe away (see reff.) every tear out of 
their eyes. 

Allis now ready for the final disclosure 
by the Lamb of the book of God’s eternal 
purposes. The coming of the Lord has 
past, and the elect are gathered in. Ac- 
cordingly, the last seal is now opened, 
which lets loose the roll. 

Cu. VIII. 1.] And when (for ray with 
indic., see reff. Notice, that it occurs in 
the opening of this seal only, giving it an 
indefiniteness which does not belong to 
any of the rest.. The touch is so slight as 
not to be reproducible in another lan- 
guage: but it ean hardly be denied that 
in the Writer’s mind it exists) he opened 
the seventh seal (what sign may we ex- 
pect to follow? The other six seals have 
been accompanied each by its appropriate 
vision. Since the opening of' the last one, 
followed as it was by the portents and ter- 
rors of the day of the Lord, there has 
been an episodical series Bei setting 
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forth the gathering in of the elect, and 
the innumerable multitude of the glorified 
Church. What incident is appropriate 
for the removal of this last, the only ob- 
stacle yet remaining to the entire dis- 
closure of the secret purposes of God ?) 
there was (there became, there came on, 
supervened, from a state very different, 
viz. the choral songs of the great multi- 
tude, re-echoed by the angelic host) si- 
lence in the heaven about (see reff. 
There is no ellipsis in the és: the dura- 
tion is contained in the ;juiwooy) half an 
hour. (in enquiring into the meaning of 
this silence, let us first see whether we 
have any indication by analogy in the 
book itself, which may guide us. In ch. 
x. 4, when the Apostle is about to write 
down the voices of the seven thunders, he 
is commanded to abstain, and not to write 
them down. And though neither the 
manner nor the place of that withholding 
exactly corresponds to this half-hour’s si- 
lence, yet it holds a place related to the 
sounding of the seventh trumpet, ..quite 
sufficiently near to that of this, with re- 
gard to the seventh seal, to be brought 
into comparison with it. It imports 1) a 
passing over and withholding, as far as 
the Apostle is concerned, of that which 
the seventh seal revealed: i. e. of that 
complete unrolling of God’s book of His 
eternal purposes, of the times and seasons 
which He holds in His own power. For 
this unrolling, every thing has been pre- 
pared: even to the taking off of the last 
seal which bound the mysterious roll. 
But as to what the roll itself contains, 
there is silence. 2) But it also imports, 
as Victorinus beautifully says, “ semihora, 
initium quietis aterne:” the beginning 
of that blessed sabbatical state of rest, 
during which the peopie of God shall be 
in full possession of those things which ear 
hath not heard nor eye seen. With equal 
truth and beauty does the same, our 
earliest apocalyptic expositor, proceed : 
‘sed partem intellexit, quia interruptio 
eadem per ordinem repetit. Nam si esset 
juge silentium, hic finis narrandi fieret.” 
So that the vexed question, whether what 
follows belongs, or not, to the seventh seal, 
is, in fact, a question not worth seriously 
answering. Out of the completion of the 
former vision rise up a new series of vi- 
sions, bearing a different character, but 
distinguished by the same number, indi- 


cating perfection, and shewing us that 
though evolved out of the completion of 
the former series, they do not belong to 
the last particular member of that series, 
any further than as it leads the way to 
them. Even more marked is this again 
below in ch. xi.—xvi., where the pouring 
out of the seven vials can in no way be 
said to belong to or form part of the 
blowing of the seventh trumpet. It will 
be seen then that I believe all interpreta- 
tion to be wrong, which regards the blow- 
ing of the seven trumpets as forming a 
portion of the vision accompanying the 
seventh seal in particular: and again that 
I place in the same category all that 
which regards it as taking up and going 
over the same ground again. In the 
seven seals, we had revealed, as was 
fitting,'the opening of the great Revela- 
tion, the progress and fortunes of God’s 
Church and people in relation to the 
world, and of the world in relation to the 
church. 

With regard to the trumpets them- 
selves, we may observe, 1) that they re- 
peat again the same mystic number seven, 
indicating that the course of events [see 
below] represented by this sounding is 
complete in itself, as was that indicated 
before by the breaking of the seals, and as 
is also that afterwards to be indicated by 
the pouring out of the vials: 2) that as 
in the ease of the seals, there is a distine- 
tion made between the first four and the 
following three. Cf. below, ver. 13. 8) 
that as also in the case of the seals, there 
is an interval, with two episodical visions, 
between the sixth and the seventh trum- 
pet. Cf. ch. x., and ch. xi. 1—14, 4) 
that of the trumpets, six only announce 
visions partaking of the common character 
of judgments, whereas the seventh forms, 
as we also saw in the case of the seventh 
seal, the solemn close to the rest. 5) and 
further, that as regards this seventh trum- 
pet, the matters imported by it as being 
» ovai 1 roirn [ch. xi. 14] are not given, 
but merely indicated by 7AGev 6 Katpdc 
THY verooy KoOAvat, K.T.r. (ch, xi, 18]: 
just as we saw that the things imported 
by the opening of the seventh seal were 
not detailed, but only indicated: by: the 
episodical visions, and by the nature of 
the similitude used. 6) that before the 
sounding of the seventh trumpet, the 
mystery of God is finished, as far as relates 
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to the subject of this course of visions. 
This is indicated by the great Angel in 
ch. x. 7; and again by implication in ch. 
xi. 15—19, both by the purport of the 
voices in heaven, ver. 15, and by the ascrip- 
tions of praise, vv. 16—18. This is the 
same again at the pouring out of the 
seventh vial, where the great voice from 
the throne announces yéyovey, ch. xvi. 17: 
as we saw that it was at the opening of 
the seventh seal, as indicated by the si- 
lence of half an hour. Each course of 
visions is complete in itself: each course of 
visions ends in the accomplishment of 
that series of divine actions which it sets 
forth. 7) that as, when the preparation 
for the seven angels to sound their trum- 
pets is evolved out of the opening of the 
seventh seal, the vision of the seals is 
solemnly closed in by éyévovro Bpovrai 
kai adoropatai Kai gwvai Kai céetopdc, so 
the vision of the trumpets is solemnly 
closed in by éyévovro aorparai Kai gwvai 
kai Boovrai cai yadala peyddrn. That 
the similar occurrence, ch. xvi. 18, does 
not close the series of the vials, seems to 
be owing to special circumstances belong- 
ing to the outpouring of the seventh vial : 
see there [ch. xvi. 21]. 8) that as in vv. 
8—5, which form the close of the vision of 
the seals, and the opening of that of the 
trumpets, the offering of the prayers of 
the saints is the prominent feature [see 
notes below }, so in the close of the series 
of the trumpets we have a prominent dis- 
closure of the ark of the covenant of God, 
declaring and sealing His faithfulness to 
His church. Similarly again at the be- 
ginning of the series of the vials, we have 
the temple of the tabernacle of witness 
opened. Why we have not a similar ap- 
pearance at the close of that series, is to 
be accounted foras above. 9) that, seeing 
that this course of visions opens and closes 
as last noticed, it [to say nothing at pre- 
sent of the following series of the vials] is 
to be regarded as embracing a course of 
judgments [for such evidently is every one 
of its six visions ]inflicted in answer to those 
prayers, and forming a portion of that 
ixdicnotg invoked by the souls of the mar- 
tyrs in ch. vi. 10. 10) If this be so, then, 
as this series of visions is manifestly to be 
regarded as extending to the end of the 
whole period of time [cf. ch. x. 7, ty tats 
hpépats THs ovis rov é3ddpuou ayyédou, 
érov pédAy oadmifew, cai tredicOn 70 
pvoryucov Tov Geov, k.7.A.], we may fairly 
say that it takes up the great world-wide 
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vision of the seals at the point where it 
was said to the vengeance-invoking mar- | 
tyrs that avamavcovra: ett xpdévov: and 
that the judgments of this series of visions 
occur during the time of waiting. This 
view is confirmed by finding that ot karot- 
kovyrec mi THe yHe, upon whom the ven- 
geance is invoked in ch. vi. 10, are the 
objects of vengeance during this series of 
judgments,.cf. ver. 18. 11) In reference 
to this last remark, we may observe that 
no one portion especially of the earth’s 
inhabitants are pointed out as objects of | 
this series of judgments, but all the un- 
godly, as usurpers of the kingdom of | 
Christ. This is plain, by the expressions 
in the ascription of praise with which it 
closes, I mean, éyévero 1) Baowdsia, K.T.r. 
Earthly domination is cast down, and the 
Lord’s Kingdom is brought in. And it is 
also plam, from the expression used in 
that same ascription of praise, rai duapOet- 
pat rovc diagpbeipovrac THY yiv, of what 
character have been these ungodly—the 
corrupters of the earth—the tainters and 
wasters of the means and accessories 
of life. 12) Whatever be the interpre- 
tation which follows from the foregoing 
considerations, two canons must not be 
violated. a) As in the case of the seals, 
so it is manifest here, from ch. xi. 18, 
mOev '. «2. 6 Kaipdc THY VEKOwY KpPt- 
Ofjvat, «.7.A., that the series of visions 
reaches forward to the time of the end, 
and is only terminated by the great events 
indicated in those words. And b) as yet, 
no particular city, no especial people is 
designated as the subject of the apocalyptic 
vision. All is general. The earth, the 
trees, the grass, the sea, the waters, the 
lights of heaven, mankind,—these are at 
present the objects in our field of view. 
There is as yet no Opdvog Tov Onpiov, as in 
the outpouring of the vials, ch. xvi. 10. 
The prophecy goes on becoming more spe- 
cific as it advances: and it is not for us to 
anticipate its course, nor to localize and 
individualize where it is as yet general 
and undefined. The further details will 
be treated as we go on). 

2.| First appearance of the seven trum- 
pet-angels. And I saw (viz. during the 
symbolic silence, at the end of the half- 
hour. What now follows is not to be con- 
sidered as in the interpretation chrono- 
logically consequent upon that which was 
indicated by the seals, but merely as in the 
vision chronologically consequent on that 
course of visions. The evolution of the 
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courses of visions out of one another does 
not legitimately lead to the conclusion that 
the events represented by them are con- 
secutive in order of tzme. There are other 
and more important sequences than that 
of time: they may be independent of it, or 
they may concur with it) the seven angels 
which stand before God (cf. Tobit xii. 15, 
éyw eipe ‘Pagandr, tlc ie Tay era ayiwy 
ayyikwy ot mpocgavagpipovor Tag mpoc- 
evxdc Thy ayiwy wal sicmovsbovra évw- 
mov tig dd&n¢ Tov ayiov. The agree- 
ment is not entire, inasmuch as here an- 
other angel, and not one of the seven, 
presently offers the prayers of the saints, 
These are not the archangels, as De W. 
and Stern, nor are they the seven spirits of 
ch. iv. 5, as Aret. and Ewald: nor again 
are they merely seven angels selected on 
account of the seven trumpets, as Hengstb. 
and Ebrard: this is entirely precluded by 
the article rotc. It is clear that the pas- 
sage in Tobit and the words here refer to 
the same matter, and that the fact was 
part of that revelation with regard to the 
order and employments of the holy angels, 
which seems to have taken place during 
the captivity), and there were given to 
them seven trumpets (understand, with 
intent that they themselves should blow 
them). And another angel (not to be 
identified with Christ, as is done by Bede, 
Vitringa, Caloy.,al.,and recently by Elliott: 
for thus confusion is introduced into the 
whole imagery of the vision. In ch. v. 8, 
we have the twenty-four elders falling 
down with vials containing the prayers of 
the saints: here we have an angel offering 
incense that it may mingle with the prayers 
on the heavenly altar. Any theological 
difficulty which belongs to the one belongs 
also to the other; and it is a canon which 
we must strictly observe in interpretation, 
that we are not, on account of any sup- 
posed doctrinal propriety, to depart from 
the plain meaning of words. In ch, vii. 2 
we have dAdocg dyyedog in the sense of a 
created angel [see note there]: and would 
it be probable that St. John would after 
this, and I may add with his constant usage 
of dy yedoc throughout the book for angel 
in its ordinary sense, designate our Lord 
by this title? There is something to me 


far more revolting from theological pro- 
priety in such a supposition, than in an 
angel being seen in the heavenly ministra- 
tions offering incense to mix with the 
prayers of the saints. It ought really to 
be needless to remark, in thus advocating 
consistency of verbal interpretation, that 
no countenance is hereby given to the in- 
vocation of angels: the whole truth of 
their being and ministration protesting 
against such an inference. They are simply 
hetrovpyena mvevpara, and the action 
here described is a portion of that their 
ministry. Through Whom the prayers are 
offered, we all know. He is our only Me- 
diator and channel of grace) came and 
stood over (émt with gen., not simply 
jucta, nor ante, but super; so that his 
form appeared above it; the altar being 
between the Apostle and him) the altar 
(viz. the altar named ch. vi. 9, as the repe- 
tition of the word with the art. shews: see 
below on ver. 5), having a golden censer 
(the word AtBaverds is elsewhere the 
Srankincense itself: so ref. 1 Chron. : so 
also Schol. on Aristoph. Nub., cited by 
Grot., AiBavog.... adrd Td dévdoor" 
MBavwrd¢e 68 6 Kaotbe Tov dévdgov: 
and Ammonius [ib.], AiBavoc piv yao 
cowie kai TO O&vdpoy Kai TO OuptwopEvor 
ABavwrd¢ dé povoy 7d Ovptwpevoy. But 
here it unquestionably means a censer ; 
cf. below, ver. 5, ciAngey Tov A. Kai éyé- 
puceyv avdror, «.t.4. No argument can be 
derived from the censer being a golden 
one, as Elliott, partly after Sir J. Newton. 
The spirit of the heavenly imagery will 
account for this without going further: 
we have, throughout, crowns [ch. iv. 4], in- 
cense-vials [v. 8], vengeance-vials [xy. 
7], girdles [xv. 6}, a measuring-reed [ xxi. 
15], &e., all of the same costly metal). 
And there was given to him (viz. by 
divine appointment, through those minis- 
tering: not, by the saints who offered the 
prayers [ Ell. }, for two reasons: 1) because 
the incense is mentioned as something dis- 
tinct from the prayers of the saints ; see 
below : 2) because no forcing of 2660n 
will extract this meaning from it. It is a 
frequent apocalyptic formula in reference to 
those things or instruments with which the 
ministrations necessary to the progress of 
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the visions are performed: cf. ch. vi. 2, 4 
bis, 8, 11, vii. 2, viii. 2, ix. 1, &e.) much 
incense (see ch. iv. 8, and on the difference 
of the imagery, below), that he might 
Gf we read dwoe, which after all is not 
really a various reading,—n, and m1, being 
in the MSS. perpetually confused with e:,— 
we must remember that the fut. with iva is 
a mixed construction, made up of iva dwoy 
and @ dwoe. We are compelled in English 
to choose one of these) give it to (various 
renderings and supplyings of the construc- 
tion have been devised: but the simple da- 
tive after dwoe: appears the only legitimate 
one: and the sense as expressed by Calov., 
“ut daret raig 7zo., orationibus sanc- 
torum, eadem, i. e., ut redderet eas boni 
odoris preces.” This object was, to incense 
the prayers of the Saints: on the import, 
see below) the prayers of all the saints 
(not only now of those martyred ones in 
ch. vi. 9: the trumpets which follow are 
in answer to the whole prayers of God’s 
church. The martyrs’ cry for vengeance 
is the loudest note, but all join) upon (the 
ét with accus. carrying motion ; which 
thus incensed were offered on the golden 
altar, &c. From what follows it would 
seem that the prayers were already before 
God: see below) the altar of gold which 
was before the throne (this may be a 
different altar from that over which the 
angel was standing ; or it may be the same 
further specified. The latter alternative 
seems the more probable. We must not 
imagine that we have in these visions a 
counterpart of the Jewish tabernacle, or 
attempt to force the details into accord- 
ance with its arrangements. No such 
correspondence has been satisfactorily 
made out: indeed to assume such here 
would be inconsistent with ch. xi. 19, 
where first the temple of God in heaven is 
opened. A general analogy, in the use and 


character of the heavenly furniture, is all 
that we can look for). And the smoke of 
the incense ascended to (such again seems 
to be the only legitimate rendering of the 
dative. The common one, “with,” can- 
not be justified : see Winer, edn. 6, p. 198 f., 
§ 31. 6. The prayers, being already of- 
fered, received the smoke of the incense. 
The whole imagery introduces the fact 
that those prayers are about to be an- 
swered in the following judgments) the 
prayers of the saints out of the hand 
of the angel, hefore God (these latter 
words belong to avéGy, or rather to 
avin taic mo. tT. ay. Notice, that no 
countenance is given by this vision to the 
idea of angelic intercession. The angel is 
simply a minister. The incense [import- 
ing here, we may perhaps say, acceptability 
owing to the ripeness of the season in the 
divine purposes, so that the prayers, lying 
unanswered before, become, by the fulness 
of the time, acceptable as regards an im- 
mediate reply | is given to him: he merely 
wafts the incense up, so that it mingles 
with the prayers. Diisterd. well remarks, 
that the angel, in performing sacerdotal 
offices, is but a fellow-servant of the saints 
[ch. xix. 10] who are themselves priests 
[ch. i. 6, v. 10, vii. 15]). 5.] And the 
angel took (it is quite impossible to main- 
tain a perfect sense: an aorist [éyémoer | 
is indeed coupled to ¢iAnoev) the censer 
(after having used it as above, i.e. shaken 
from it the incense on the altar) and filled 
it (while the smoke was ascending) from 
the fire of the altar (i.e. from the ashes 
which were on the altar), and cast it 
(i.e. the fire with which the censer was 
filled: the hot ashes) towards the earth 
(to signify that the answer to the prayers 
was about to descend in the fire of God’s 
vengeance : see below, and compare Ezekiel 
in ref.): and there took place thunders 
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and lightnings and voices and an earth- 
quake (“per orationes sanctorum,” says 
Corn.-a-lap., “.... precantium vindictam 
de impiis suisque persecutoribus, ignis 
vindicte, i.e. tonitrua, fulgura et plage 
sequentes vii angelorum et tubarum in 
impios sunt demissa.” All these imme- 


diate consequences of the casting down of _ 


the hot ashes on the earth are the sym- 
bolic precursors of the divine judgments 
about to be inflicted). 

One point must here be noticed: the 
intimate connexion between the act of this 
incense-offering angel and the seven trum- 
pets which follow. It belongs to them all: 
it takes place when now the seven angels 
have had their trumpets given them, and 
this series of visions is introduced. So 
that every interpretation must take this 
into account : remembering that the judg- 
ments which follow are answers to the 
prayers of the saints, and are inflicted on 
the enemies of the church. 

6.] And the seven angels which had the 
seven trumpets prepared themselves that 
they might blow (raised their trumpets to 
their mouths, and stood in attitude to blow 
them). 

7—18.] The first four trumpets. It 
has been before observed, that as in the 
case of the seals, so here, the first four are 
marked off from the last three. The dis- 
tinction is here ‘made, not only, as there, 
by an intrinsic feature running through the 
four, but by the voice of the eagle in ver. 
13, introducing those latter trumpets and 
giving them also a distinguishing feature. 
And as we there maintained [see note on 
ch. vi. 8] that any interpretation, to be 
right, must take into account this difference 
between the four and the three, so here 
also. But in order to the taking into ac- 
count of this difference, we must gain some 
approximate idea of its import. Does the 
intrinsic feature, common to these four 
plagues, bear a general interpretation which 
will suit their character as distinguished 
from the other three? I imagine it does. 
For, whereas each of those three [or rather 
of the former two of them, for, as has been 
observed, the seventh forms the solemn 
conclusion to the whole] evolves a course 
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of plagues including separate and inde- 
pendent details, these four are connected 
and interdependent. Their common fea- 
ture is destruction and corruption: not 
total, it is true, but partial: in each case 
to the amount expressed by 70 rpiroy: 
but this fractional extent of action appears 
again under the sixth trumpet, ch. ix. 
15, 18, and therefore clearly must not be 
pressed as carrying the distinctive cha- 
racter of the first four (on its import see 
note below, ver. 7). It is in the kind of 
exercise which their agency finds, that 
these four trumpets are especially distin- 
guished. The plagues indicated by them 
are entirely inflicted on natural objects: 
the earth, trees, grass, sea, rivers, lights 
of heaven: whereas those indicated by the 
two latter are expressly said to be inflicted 
on men, and not on natural objects: ef. 
ch. ix. 4, 15. Surely, however these na- 
tural objects are in each case to be under- 
stood, this is a point not lightly to be 
passed over. Nor can it fail to strike 
every unprejudiced student, that we must 
not, as is done by many expositors, inter- 
pret the yi and yédoro¢g and dévdoa as 
signifying nations and men in the former 
portion of the series of visions, and then, 
when the distinction between these and 
men is made in the latter part, be content 
with the literal meaning. With every 
allowance for the indisputable intermix- 
ture, in many places, of literal and alle- 
gorical meanings, all analogy requires that 
in the same series of visions, when one 
judgment is to destroy earth, trees, and 
grass, and another not to injure earth, 
trees, or grass, but men only, the earth, 
trees, and grass should bear the same 
meaning in the two cases. We may fairly 
say then, that the plagues of the four 
former trumpets affect the accessories of 
life—the earth, the trees, the green grass, 
the waters as means of transit and of sub- 
sistence, the lights of heaven :—whereas 
those of the last two affect life itself, the 
former by the infliction of pain, the latter 
of death. , 

A certain analogy may be noticed, but 
not avery close one, between these plagues 
and those in Egypt of old, The analogy 
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7. rec aft 0 mpwroc ins ayyedoc, with kn 1. 36-8 vulg copt Andr Primas: om A B rel 


harl! tol syr-dd Areth. 


is not close, for the order is not the same, 
nor are all particulars contained in the one 
series which are contained in the other: 
but the resemblance is far too striking to 
pass without remark. We have the hail 
and fire, the water turned to blood, the 
darkness, the locusts[, the infliction of 
death]: five, in fact, if not six, out of the 
ten. The Egyptian plagues are beyond 
doubt remembered in the sacred imagery, 
if they are not reproduced. 

The secret of interpretation here I be- 
lieve to be this: The whole seven trumpets 
bring before us the punishment of the 
enemies of God during the period indicated 
by their course. These punishments are 
not merely direct inflictions of plagues, but 


‘ consist in great part of that jndicial retri- 


bution on them that know not God, which 
arises from their own depravity, and in 


\ which their own sins are made to punish 


themselves. This kind of punishment 
comes before us especially in the four first 
trumpet-visions. The various natural ac- 


_cessories of life are ravaged, or are turned 


' to poison. 


In the first, the earth and its 
produce are ravaged with fire: in the 
second, the sea is mingled with blood, and 
ships, which should have been for men’s 
convenience, are destroyed. In the third, 
the waters and springs, the essential re- 
freshments of life, are poisoned, and death 
is occasioned by drinking of them. In the 
fourth, the natural lights of heaven are 
darkened. So that I regard these first four 
trumpets as setting forth the gradual sub- 


. jugation of the earth to Him whose king- 


dom it is in the end to become, by judg- 
ments inflicted on the ungodly, as regards 
the vitiating and destroying the ordinary 
means of subsistence, and comfort, and 
knowledge. In the details of these judg- 
ments, as also of the two following, there 
are many particulars which I cannot inter- 
pret, and with regard to which it may bea 
question whether they are to be considered 
as other than belonging to the requisite 
symbolic machinery of the prophecy. But 
in confessing this I must also say, that I 
have never seen, in any apocalyptic Com- 
mentator, an interpretation of these de- 
tails at all approaching to verisimilitude : 
never any which is not obliged to force the 
plain sense of words, or the certain course 


rec om ev, with 33(-4-5-6, e sil) demid syr-dd Tich: ins 


of history, to make them fit the requisite 
theory. Many examples of these will be 
found in the history of apocalyptic inter- 
pretation given by Mr. Elliott in vol. iv. 
of his Hore Apocalyptice. 

7.] And the first blew his trumpet, and 
there took place hail and fire mingled 
in blood (i. e. the hail and the fire were 
mingled together [plur.] in blood, as their 
flux or vehicle; the stones of hail and the 
balls of fire [not lightning, as Ebr.] fell in 
a shower of blood, just as hail and fireballs 
commonly fall in a shower of rain. There 
is here manifestly an allusion to the plague 
of hail in Egypt, of which it is said that 
“the fire ran along upon the ground :” 
nv O& 9 xaddaZa Kai Td Tip Pdroyilov év 
TH xaddZy, Exod. ix. 24: but with the 
addition of the blood. With regard to this 
latter, we may remark, that both here and 
under the vials, where the earth, seas, and 
rivers are again the objects of the first 
three judgments, blood is a feature com- 
mon to all three. It appears rather to in- 
dicate a general character of the judg- 
ments, than to require any special inter- 
pretation in each particular case, In blood 
is life: in the shedding, or in the appear- 
ing, of blood, is implied the destruction 
of life, with which, as a consequence, all 
these judgments must be accompanied), 
and it was cast into the earth (towards 
the surface of the earth): and the third 
part (this expression first occurring here, 
it will be well once for all to enquire into 
its meaning in these prophecies. I may 
first say, that all special interpretations 
seem to me utterly to have failed, and of 
these none so signally as that of Mr. 
Elliott, who would understand it of a tri- 
partite division of the Roman Empire at 
the time to which he assigns this judg- 
ment. It is fatal to this whole class of 
interpretations, that it is not said the hail 
&c. were cast on a third part, but that 
the destruction occasioned by them ex- 
tended to a third part of the earth on 
which they were cast. And this is most 
expressly declared to be so in this first 
case, by all green grass being also de- 
stroyed, not a third part: a fact of which 
Elliott takes no notice. It is this mixture 
of the fractional third with other designa- 
tions of extent of mischief, which will lead 
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om 


kau To Tptrov Twy devdowy katacan B' fj k 10. 30-2-3. 90 eth. 
8. om mvp. Brel Areth: ins A m n 17!, 34-5-6 (18. 38, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt 


Andr lat-ff. 


us, I believe, to the right interpretation. 


We find it again under the third trumpet, . 


where the star Wormwood is cast éri +6 
Tpitov Toy moTapOy, Kai éql Tas mHYyasS 
tov vodtwy: the result being that ro 
Toiroy Twy vd0dtwy was embittered. This 
lax usage would of itself lead us to suppose 
that we are not to look for strict detinite- 
ness in the interpretation. And if we 
refer to the prophecy in Zech, xiii. 8 f., 
where the import is to announce judgment 
on a greater part and the escape of a rem- 
nant, we find the same tripartite division : 
kai éorat év Tdoy TY yp, AEyeL KUMLOL, TA 
Ovo pion abrijc éEo\oOpevOnoerat, Kai éx- 
Aeinber, TO O& Toirov DrortaPOhoerar tv 
avry. kai didéw rd roiroy did rvpde, 
x.T.A, Nay, in the Apocalypse itself, we 
have 7d roiroy used where the sense can 
hardly but be similarly indefinite: e. g., 
under the sixth trumpet, ch. ix. 15, 18, 
and where it is said that the dragon’s tail 
ovo To TpiTOY TwY aoTépwY TOU otoa- 
vod: the use of the present shewing that 
it is rather a general power, than a par- 
ticular event which is designated. Com- 
pare again the use of rd réraproy rij¢ yije 
in ch, vi. 8, and of rd dékaroy ripe médEwe 
in ch. xi. 18. All these seem to shew, 
that such prophetic expressions are to be 
taken rather in their import as to amount, 
than in any strict fractional division. 
Here, for instance, I would take the per- 
vading rd rpiroyv as signifying, that 
though the judgment is undoubtedly, as 
to extent, fearful and sweeping, yet that 
God in inflicting it, spares more than he 
smites: two thirds escape in each case, 
while one is smitten) of the earth (i. e. 
plainly of the surface of the earth, and 
that, of the cultivated soil, which ad- 
mitted of such a devastation) was burnt 
up (so that the fire prevails in the plague, 
not the hail nor the blood), and the third 
part of the trees (in all the earth, not in 
the third part) was burnt up, and all 


green grass (upon earth: no longer a 
third part: possibly because green grass 
would first and unavoidably every where 
scorch up at the approach of such a 
plague, whereas the hardier crops and 
trees might partially escape) was burnt 
up. 8.] And the second angel 
blew his trumpet: and as it were a 
mountain burning with fire was cast 
into the sea (first, by the os, that which 
was cast into the sea was not a mountain, 
but only a burning mass so large as to 
look like one. Then, it was this mass, 
itself, not any thing proceeding from it, 
which was cast down. So that the in- 
troduction of a volcano into the imagery 
is quite unjustifiable. In the language 
[hardly in the senge] there seems to be a 
reminiscence of Jer. xxviii. [li.] 25, dwow 
oe we Opoc tumeruptopévoy. It is re- 
markable that there the doo¢ should be 
characterized as 70 d:apOsipoy macav Tijv 
yiv: ef. our ch. xi. 18), and the third 
part of the sea became blood (so in the 
Egyptian plague the Nile and all the 
Egyptian waters. By the non-conse- 
quence of the result of the fiery mass 
falling into the sea [so De W., “eine 
Wirtung ohne Analogie”] is again re- 
presented to us that in the infliction of 
this plague from above, the instrument 
of it is merely described as it appeared 
[as], not as it really was. So that all 
ideas imported into the interpretation 
which take the mountain, or the fiery 
character of it, as elements in the sym- 
bolism, are departures from the real in- 
tent of the description): and the third 
part of the creatures (reff.) [that were] 
in the sea (not, as Elliott, “in the third 
part of the sea,” but in the whole. Nor 
again must we stretch éy rj Qaddocy to 
mean the maritime coasts, nor the islands, 
nor the transmarine provinces: a usage 
not even shewn to exist by the examples 
cited by him, vol, i, p. 344 note) died, 
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q1 Tim. iv. 4. 
Kal James i. 18. 
ch. v.18 
only t. Wisd. 
xiii. 5 al, 


t? an 
r= Gen. i. 30. 
ETEGEV EK TOU see Exod. vii. 


* puxac, 


t t 7 ff. 
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or. iv. 16. 

, 1 Tim. vi. 5. 
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a ‘a i ' 
TWV, OTL exikoavOnoav. 
xhereonlyt. (-#éov. Prov.v. 4 Aq.) 
exvii. 22. Luke xiii. 19) al. 
a Col. iii. 19. ch. x. 9, 10 only. 


9. om 2nd rwy B rel Andr-p Areth: om rwv ey rn Oadacon 1: 
rec (for duepPapnoayv) dtepPapn, with B rel Andr 


51. (27. 34-5-6, e sil) Ath Andr. 


John xviii. 3. 
veh. vii.16 reff, 
w here only. 


y=ch. xvi.19. John xvi. 20 (Matt. xxi. 42, from Ps. 
ch. ix.18. Rom.i.4. Nam, xxxv.18. Josh. xx.9F. 


(Exod. xvi. 20 al. Ruth § i. 18, 20 al., but met.) 


ins A m 83-8. 40. 


Areth: txt A hn 1. 10-3-7. 37. 49. 51 Br Andr-a. 


10. om kat ext rag mnyag Tw voatwy A. 


26-7. 30, e sil): ins B rel 1 Andr Areth. 


rec om 2nd rwy, with (4. 17-8-9. 


ll. rec om 6 with f 1 1. 33-8 (82-4-6, e sil) Andr: ins A B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


(homeeotel k, ay. 1st to 2nd.) 


rec (for eyevero) ytvera:, with 1. 17! 


(appy). 36: txt A Brel Andr Areth. Steph om rwy vdarwy appy by mistake. 


rec om rwy (bef ar@p.), with 33: ins 


A: amoe. 


those which have life (animal souls: see 
reff.: and for the appositional nominative, 
ch. ii. 20 reff.), and the third part of the 
ships were destroyed (another inconse- 
quent result, and teaching us as before. 

We may remark, at the end of this 
second trumpet, that the judgments in- 
flicted by these first two are distinctly 
those which in ch. vii. 3 were held back 
until the servants of God were sealed: py 
aducnonre THY yav, pnTE THY Oddaccay, 
pyre ta Sév8pa, dxpr oppayicwperv «.T.dr. 
So that, as before generally remarked, the 
place of these trumpet-plagues must be 
sought after that sealing: and conse- 
quently [see there] in very close conjunc- 
tion with the day of the Lord itself). 

10.] And the third angel blew his 
trumpet, and there fell from heaven a 
great star burning as a lamp, and it fell 
upon the third part of the rivers and 
upon the fountains of the waters (it can 
hardly be said, as Diisterd., that we are 
here as matter of course to understand, on 
the third part of the fountains, any more 
than we are to limit the wa¢ ydpro¢ yAw- 
poc in ver. 7 to all the grass within the 
third part of the earth). And the name 
of the star is called Wormwood (the more 
usual forms are 76 aWivOor, or 7) div Ooc. 
The masc. seems to be chosen on account 
of its conformity to 6 adoro. There isa 
river in Thrace so called. See on the 
plant, and its medicinal use by the an- 


A B rel 4 Andr Areth. 


for ex, ez 


cients, Winer, RWB. art. Wermuth: and 
Pliny, xxvii. 28), and the third part of 
the waters became (was turned into, see 
reff.) wormwood; and many [of the] men 
(who dwelt by these waters : such may be 
the force of the article. But ray avOp. 
may be general. It is the only place where 
the expression 7oA\. trav av. occurs) 
died from (é« of the source whence a result 
springs, see Winer, edn. 6, p. 329, § 47, 
sub voce) the waters, because they were 
embittered (compare the converse history, 
Exod. xv. 23 ff., of the bitter waters being 
made sweet by casting a certain tree into 
them. The question whether wormwood 
was a deadly poison or not, is out of place 
here. It is not said that all who drank, 
died. And the effect of any bitter drug, 
however medicinally valuable, being mixed 
with the water ordinarily used, would be 
to oceasion sickness and death. It is 
hardly possible to read of this third 
plague, and not to think of the deadly 
effect of those strong spirituous drinks 
which are in fact water turned into poi- 
son. The very name absinthe is not un- 


. known in their nomenclature: and there 


is no effect which could be so aptly de- 
scribed by the falling of fire into water, as 
this, which results in ardent spirit,—in 
that which the simple islanders of the 
South Sea call firewater. That this 
plague may go on to destroy even this 
fearful proportion of the ungodly in the 


ATIOKAAYWI= IQANNOY. 


638 VIII. 12, 13. 
ail 12 Ngan ? , ne * \ b? 2 , ‘ 
» toe ars Kai o TETAOTOG ayyeAoc coadTtioev, Kat E@Anyn TO 
sae es Si ter , - ’ ene ' 
be eh Titov Tov nAlov Kal TO TOLTOY TNC oeAnvng Kal TO TeLTOV 
Exod. Hi, - ’ oe a \ , > A A SRE? 
3) TM aoTépwy, iva ° oxoria0y TO TOLTOV aUTWY, Kal n nusoa 
c pipet Ard a \ , x oA ee E e ’ 
Desig MN pay TO TOLTOV auTNC, Kal H vus omolwe. 
oe 3 1 oa Sua oad EE ! 2 
Be IO 13 Kat cidov Kal nkovoa *evoc * astou * TETomevou Ev 
xikion 8 , dé wn meyadn Oval ovat ovat 
aviinxx.ss | Mésovpaynuate Aeyovrog guvy peyady 


Matt. viii. 19. 
see note, 


fso ch. iv. 7. g ch. xiv. 6. xix. 17 only t. (see note.) 


h ch. iii. 10 reff. constr., 
i = ver. ll. jch.i.10. Exod. xix. 16. : 
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we aerov 13: txt A Brel vulg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl Areth. 
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rec roe karorkove.y, with A h1n 4. 10-7-8. 34-6 (16. 37. 47-9 Br, 


twice only 1. 
e sil) Andr Areth: txt B rel Andr-coisl. 


latter days, is far from impossible, con- 
sidering its prevalence even now in some 
parts of the civilized world. But I men- 
tion this rather as an illustration, than as 
an interpretation). And the fourth 
angel blew his trumpet: and the third 
part of the sun was struck (it is not said, 
as in the case of the former three trum- 
pets, with what. And this absence of an in- 
strument in the fourth of these correlative 
visions perhaps teaches us not to attribute 
too much import to the instruments by 
which the previous judgments are brought 
about. Itis the 7Any7 itself, not its instru- 
ment, on whichattention should be directed) 
and the third part of the moon and the 
third part of the stars, that a third part 
of them might be darkened, and the day 
might not shine during a third part of 
it (the limitation of the 76 rpiroy is now 
manifestly to time, not to brightness. So 
K. V. rightly, “ for a third part of it.” 
That this consequence is no natural one 
following upon the obscuration of a third 
portion of the sun, &e., is not to be alleged 
as any objection, but belongs to the alto- 
gether supernatural region in which these 
visions are situated. Thus we have a 
globe of fire turning sea-water to blood— 
a burning star embittering the waters : 
&c.), and the night in like manner (i. e. 
the night as far as she is, by virtue of the 
moon and stars, a time of light. And this 
is far more so under the glorious Eastern 
moon and stars, than in our mist-laden 
climate), 


ree weT@pevov, with 
pecovoariopare 1. ovat 


18.] Introduction of the three remain- 
ing trumpets by three woes. And I saw 
and heard (the construction is zeugmatic) 
an (évés indefinite, as in reff.: see Winer, 
edn. 6, p. 106, § 18.9. Or it may carry 
meaning—a single or solitary eagle,—as 
might also be the case in one of the reff., 
ch. xviii. 21, see there) eagle (hardly to be 
identified with the eagles of Matt. xxiv. 
28: for 1) that saying is more proverbial 
than prophetic : and 2) any application of 
that saying would be far more aptly re- 
served for our ch. xix. 17. Nor again is 
the eagle a bird of ill omen, as Ewald: 
nor a contrast to the dove in John i. 32, 
as Hengstb.: but far more probably the 
symbol of judgment and vengeance rush- 
ing to its prey, as in Deut. xxviii. 49 ; 
Hos. viii. 1; Hab. i. 8. Nor again is it 
to be understood as an angel in eagle’s 
shape : but a veritable eagle in the vision. 
Thus we have the altar speaking, ch. xvi. 
7) flying in mid-heaven (i. e. in the south 
or noon-day sky where the sun reaches 
the meridian, for which pecovpaveiy is 
the word. Wetst. cites from Eustath. on 
Il. 6. 68, avEnow apépac AEyeTae Kal’ 
“Opnpov rd amd mowiac péxpic ALtaKod 
pecovgarnparoc, TO O& évTedOEy POinev 
ypéoa docsit. See his many other ex- 
amples. So that the word does not 
signify the space intermediate between 
heaven and earth, but as above. And 
the eagle flies there, to be seen and 
heard of all. I may also notice that the 
whole expression favours the true reading 
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Cuap. IX. 2. om rat nvotter ro gosap rng aBvooov ‘opp ?) Brel am(with harl! 


tol) copt eth arm-zoh Areth : 


ins Ah1lm n 10-7-8. 34-6. 41” 
vulg-ed (with fuld lipss &e) syr-dd Andr Tich. 


7-9 (16. 37-8 Br, e sil) 
om &k TOV goeaToc 1. for 


peyadne, Kawoperne B rel: kaopevnce peyadrtne 87. 40-1-2: peyadnc Katopevne 36: 


peyaXov Katopernce 38: txt A n17 vulg copt Andr Tich. 


rel 1 Andr Areth: txt A f12. 


aeTou as against the substituted ayyédov) 
saying with a loud voice, Woe, woe, 
woe, to those that dwell (the government 
of an accus. after ovai is also found in 
ch. xii, 12) upon the earth (the objects of 
the vengeance invoked in the prayers of 
the martyrs, ch. vi. 10: the ungodly world, 
as distinguished from the church) by rea- 
son of (so E.V., well: é« denoting, as in 
ver. 11, the source whence the woe springs) 
the remaining voices of the trumpet (the 
sing. is used generically: the three voices 
all having this common to them, that they 
are the sound of a trumpet) of the three 
angels who are about to blow. 

Cu. IX.—XI.] The last three; or woe- 
trumpets. These, aswell as the first four, 
have a character of their own, correspond- 
ing in some measure to that of the visions 
at the opening of the three last seals. The 
particulars related under them are separate 
and detailed, not symmetrical and cor- 
respondent. And as in the seals, so here, 
the seventh forms rather the solemn con- 
clusion to the whole, than a distinct judg- 
ment of itself. Here also, as there, it 
is introduced by two episodical passages, 
having reference to the visions which are 
to follow, and which take up the thread of 
prophecy again at a period previous to 
things detailed before. 

1—12.] The fifth, or first Woe trum- 
pet. And the fifth angel blew his trum- 
- pet, and I saw a star fallen (not, as 
KE. V. fall, which gives an entirely wrong 
view of the transactions of the vision. The 
star had fallen before, and is first seen as 
thus fallen) ont of heaven to the earth 
(the reader will at once think on Isa. xiv. 
12, “ How art thou fallen from heaven, O 


* 


rec eoxoTicOy, with B 


Lucifer, son of the morning!”? And on 


Luke x. 18, “I beheld Satan as lightning 
fall from heaven.” And, doubtless, as the 
personal import of this star is made clear 
in the following words, such is the refer- 
ence here. We may also notice that this 
expression forms a connecting link to an- 
other place, ch. xii. 9, in this book, where 
Satan is represented as cast.out of heaven 
to the earth: see notes there. It is hardly 
possible with Andr., Ribera, Bengel, and 
De W., to understand a good angel by this 
fallen star. His description, as well as his 
work, corresponds only to an agent of evil. 
Andreas is obliged to distort words to bring 
in this view: é7i viv oé karaBavra, 
TOUTO yap TO TETTWKEVAL onaivet, is 
enough to condemn any interpretation), 
and there was given to him (é3d6y, as 
usual, for the purpose of the part which 
he is to bear in the vision) the key of the 
pit of the abyss (viz. of hell, which in the 
vision is a vast profundity opening by a pit 
or shaft upon the surface of the earth, ima- 
gined as shut down by a cover, and locked. 
This abyss is in the Apocalypse the habi- 
tation of the devil and his angels: ef. ver. 
11, ch. xx. 1, 3: see also ch. xi. 7, xvii. 8. 
See further in note on ch. xx. 10), and he 
opened the pit of the abyss, and there 
went up smoke from the pit as smoke of 
a great furnace (see ref. Gen.), and the 
sun was darkened and the air (not, as 
Bengel, a hendiadys, “aer, quatenus per 
solem illuminatur :” for the sun may be 

obscured, as by a cloud, without the air 
being darkened) by reason of the smoke 
of the pit. And out of the smoke (which 
therefore was their vehicle or envelope) 
came forth locusts into (towards, over, so 
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r 
Z 
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ach. vii. 16. 


f ch. vii. 3 reff. 
xviii. 7, 10, 15 only t. 


b ch. vi. 8 reff. 


4. eoon9n B m 34-5. 50 Andr-coisl, sop8n n. 
aduenowat, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt A 36. é 
with h 10. 49 Br (37, e sil): om A B rel syr-dd copt wth Andr Areth Tich. 
om avrwy (homeotel ?) An 1. 12 am(with harl! tol, agst demid fuld 


tou Qsou 1. 


eff. co) oh ‘ w ’ ef i ! of ) 
=ch.vi.6 WC Bacaviopoc OKOOTLOU oTav Taloy ay OWTOY. 
eff. 


¢ constr., ch. xxi. 27. 
g = ch. xi. 10. xii. 2. xiv. 10. xx. 10. Matt. vili. 6 al. im 
i=here (Matt. xxvi. 68) L. John xviii. 10{]Mk.) only. Num. xxii. 28 al. 


\ 
6 Kal 


d= ch. i.7 reff. e ch. vii. 2. 


Wisd, xi. 9. hb ch. xiv. 11. 


avroc B f m 90. rec 
rec aft avOowmovge ins povove, 
om 


lipss) Andr-a: ins B rel vss Andr Areth Cassiod. 


5. avroue A 12: avrovg f (avrac f', perhaps). 


rec (for BacaroOnoovrat) 


BacarcOworv, with B rel Andr Areth: Bacaynowoy 1: txt A 1. 12. 36-8. 


as to spread over: sig gives more the sense of 
distribution than é7i would) the earth, and 
there was given to them power as the scor- 
pions of the earth (rij¢ yijc, not as noting 
any distinction between land-scorpions 
and water-scorpions, as Ewald, but because 
the scorpions are natural and of the earth, 
whereas these locusts are infernal and not 
of nature) have power (viz. to sting, as 
below explained): and it was commanded 
them that they shall not hurt (for con- 
struction, see reff.) the grass of the earth, 
nor yet every (i. e. any) green thing, nor 
yet every (any) tree (the usual objects on 
which locusts prey: ef. Exod. x. 13, 15), 
but only (lit. except: the former sentence 
being regarded as if it had run, “ that they 
should hurt nothing,”—and then “except” 
follows naturally) the men, the which (oi- 
Tivec designates the class or kind: see 
reff.) have not the seal of God upon their 
foreheads (this, as before noticed, fixes this 
fifth trumpet to the time following the 
sealing in ch. vii. It denotes a plague 
which falls on the unbelieving inhabitants 
of the earth after the servants of God have 
been marked out among them, and of which 
the saints are not partakers. Either then 
it denotes something purely spiritual, some 
misery from which those are exempt who 
have peace with God,—which can hardly 
be, consistently with vv. 5, 6,—or it takes 
place in a state totally different from this 
present one, in which the wheat and tares 
are mingled together. One or other of 
these considerations will at once dismiss by 
far the greater number of interpretations. 


That of Elliott, the fact of Mahomet’s mis- 
sion being avowedly against corrupt Chris- 
tianity as idolatry, does not in the remotest 
degree answer the conditions. In the very 
midst of this corrupt Christianity were at 
that time God’s elect scattered up and 
down: and it is surely too much to say 
that every such person escaped scathless 
from the Turkish sword).° And it was 
given to them (allotted to them by God 
as the limit of their appointed work and 
office: here the £06@n expresses rather the 
limitation than the extension of the grant) 
that they should not kill them (the un- 
sealed), but that they (the unsealed: the 
subject is changed) shall be (fut. aft. iva, 
see above, ver. 4) tormented five months 
(the reason seems to be correct, which seve- 
ral Commentators have given for this num- 
ber being chosen: viz., that five months 
is the ordinary time in the year during 
which locusts commit their ravages: so 
Caloy., Vitr., Hich., Ewald, De W., Diis- 
terd., al. At all events we are thus in some 
measure delivered from the endless per- 
plexities of capricious fancy in which the 
historical interpreters involve us): and 
their torment (i. e. that of the sufferers: 
against Diisterd.) is as the torment of 
(arising from: notice the same construc- 
tion in two senses) a scorpion, when it has 
smitten (waloy, the regular futurus ex- 
actus: “whenever it shall have .. .” 
maiw and wardoow [Jon. iv. 7. Achill. 
Tat. ii. 7, ) péiderra émdrake rip xEiva |, 
as in the Latin ictus [Pliny, H. N. vi. 28], 
are used of the bite or sting of an animal) 
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Re * , m <2 20, 21. 
YTOLMAGMEVOLC €lC 1 Rom. i. 23. 
v. 14, vi. 5. 
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KXOv0ow, Kal Ta Tpocwi7ia QAUTWV WC ToLCwWTaA avOowrwy, x. 22. 


ch. vi. 2 reff. 


6. rec (for ov xn) ovy, with 33: txt AN B rel 1 Andr Areth. 


m Jogzii. 4. 
nver.15. 2 Tim. ii.21. 1 Macc. xji. 27. 


for evonoovow, 


evpwow Am n 12-7, 34-5. 49: evpnowory 1. 19-corr: txt & B rel Andr-p Areth. 
rec (for gevyet) pevgerar, with B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Ambr: txt AN(guyn) 


1. 12-7. 36-8. 


an’ autwy bef o Yavarog B rel vulg-ed(with lipss) arm Andr-coisl 


Areth: txt AN 1n 17. 36-8 am(with demid; mors fug. ab eis fuld) syr-dd Andr. 


7. for opora, opoiwpara A: opowrara e: opowr NR: txt B rel. 


for opotot 


Xpvow, xovoot B rel Areth: txt AN mn 17. 34-5-6 vulg syr-dd (copt) Andr Tich. 


aman. And in those days men shall 
seek death (observe the transition of the 
style from the descriptive to the prophetic. 
For the first time the Apostle ceases to be 
the exponent of what he saw, and becomes 
the direct organ of the Spirit), and shall 
not (the od pw, with a subjunctive [its 
ordinary construction], is. a more certain 
and definite negation than even the future 
itself. The latter expresses fact ; whereas 
the former states that the fact cannot be 
otherwise: o8 aH with the future, as in 
text, seems to be a later and lax way of 
expressing the same) find it: and they 
shall vehemently desire (desire alone is 
not strong enough: é7:@upéw, -ia, express 
the direction of the Otog [itself from Gv, 
ferveo—ard rig Oboewe Kai Sécewe Tic 
wWuyinc, Plat. Cratyl. 419.5] upon an ob- 
ject. As desire is too strong for 9:dw, so 
is it too weak for éweOupéw) to die (notice 
what Diisterd. well calls “ein {chrectliches 
Gegenftict,” to the Apostle’s saying in 
Phil. i. 23, mtOvpiav Exwv etic ro avadv- 
oa cai ody xpiorp tiva), and death 
fleeth (the pres., of the habitual avoidance 
in those days) from them (the longing to 
die arises from the excruciating pain of 
the sting. Cf. Jer. viii. 3. I cannot 
forbear noticing as we pass, the caprice of 
historical interpreters. On the command 
not to kill the men, &c., in ver. 5, Elliott 
says “i. e. not to annihilate them as a 
political Christian body.” If then the same 
rule of interpretation is to hold, the present 
verse must mean that the “ political Chris- 
tian body” will be so sorely beset by these 
Mahometan locusts, that it will vehe- 
mently desire to be annihilated, and not find 
any way. For it surely cannot be allowed 
that the killing of men should be said of 
their annihilation as a political body in 
one verse, and their desiring to die in the 


next should be said of something totally 
different, and applicable to their indi- 
vidual misery. Is it in consequence of 
foreseeing this difficulty, that Mr. Elliott 
has, as in the case of many important 
details in other places, omitted all con- 
sideration of this verse ?). 7.] The 
Apostle now returns to the description of 
the locusts themselves. And the shapes 
(so E. V., rightly: not, the likenesses. 
Opoiwua is the product of dpuorw: the 
finished form of any thing which is made 
like [6potoy] to any pattern. See Winer, 
edn. 6, p. 85, § 16. 2) of the locusts [ were | 
like horses made ready for war (this re- 
semblance,—cf. Joel ii. 4, 7) boaove abrarv 
w¢ bo0aorg immwyv,—has been noticed by 
travellers. Winer, RWB. art. Deufchrect= 
en, refers to Niebuhr, Beschreibung, 173, 
Ewald gives other references, and says, 
“yefert omnino animal equini corporis 
queedam similia, unde nostris etiam Hew- 
pferd dici notum est.” And especially does 
it hold good when the horse is equipped 
for war; the plates of the horse’s armour 
being represented by the hard lamine of 
the outer shell of the locust: see below, 
ver. 9), and on their heads as it were 
crowns like unto gold (it is not easy to 
say what this part of the description im- 
ports. Elliott tries to apply it to the tur- 
ban: but granting some latitude to oréga- 
vot, the obuows yovow will hardly bear 
this. The appearance of a turban, even 
when ornamented with gold, is hardly 
golden. I should understand the words, 
of the head actually ending in a crown- 
shaped fillet which resembled gold in its 
material, just as the wings of some of the 
beetle tribe might be said to blaze with 
gold and gems. So we have below tiyov 
Owpacag we 0. odnoov¢: the material not 
being metallic, but only quasi-metallic. 


Prov. xxiv. 1. - 
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Eichhorn and Heinr. understand these 
crowns of soldiers’ helmets: but this is 
quite arbitrary and gratuitous) : and their 
faces [were] as the faces of men (Diister- 
dieck well observes, that we must not sup- 
pose them actually to have had human 
faces, but that the face of the locust, 
which under ordinary circumstances has a 
distant resemblance to the human counte- 
nance, bore this resemblance even more 
notably in the case of these supernatural 
locusts. It is not ra mp. a’roéy modcwra 
avo. but as mpdcwra avOo. Nor again 
can we agree with Mr. Elliott’s idea that 
avOpwH7wy is here used to designate the 
male sex: an interpretation recommended 
to him by his wish to introduce the 
moustache of the Arabs. Wherever the 
general term dv@pwzog is used for the 
particular sex, it must as in the case of 
our “man,” be necessarily so interpreted 
by the context, as is the case in every 
one of the passages cited by Mr. E. in 
support of his view, viz. Matt. xix. 3, 
5, 10; 1 Cor. vii. 1; Gen. ii. 18; Exod. 
xiii. 2; Lev. xx. 10 ; Esth. iv. 10 [av- 
Opwroc H yvrn|; Eccl. vii. 28; Isa. iv. 
1. But here there is no such necessity 
in the context: nay it is much more 
natural to take ar@pérwy as the gene- 
ral term, their faces were like human 
faces, and then comes the limitation, not 
in the face, but in another particular), 
and they had hae as the hair of women 


(i. e. long and flowing, 1 Cor. xi. 14 f. 
De Wette quotes from Niebuhr an Arabic 
proverb in which the antlers of locusts are 
compared to the hair of girls. But per- 
haps we must regard the comparison as 
rather belonging to the supernatural por- 
tion of our description. Ewald would 
understand the hair on the legs, or on the 
bodies, of the locusts, to be meant, refer- 
ring to wD p%, rough locusts, Jer. li. 
[xxviii.] 27, where the LXX have merely 
acpidwy, and the E. V. “rough caterpil- 
lars.” To infer, from this feature, 
licentiousness as a characteristic in the 
interpretation, is entirely beside the pur- 
pose) : and their teeth were as the teeth 
of lions (so also of the locust in Joel i. 6, 
ot dd6vrEc abrov d06vTEC NEovToc. Ewald 
rightly designates as very doubtful a fan- 
cied resemblance to a lion in the under 
jaw. We may observe that this, as some 
other features in the description, i is purely 
graphic, and does not in any way apply 
to the plague to be inflicted by these 
mystic locusts), and they had breastplates 


as iron breastplates (the plate which forms — 


the thorax of the natural locust, was in 
their case as if of iron), and the sound of 
their wings [was] as a sound of chariots 
of many horses (by the two genitives the 
sound of both, the chariots and the horses, 
is included. The chariots are regarded as 
an appendage to the horses) as they run 
to war. And they have tails like to 
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scorpions (i. e. to the tails of scorpions : 
the construction called the comparatio 
compendiaria : see reff.), and stings (viz. 
in their tails: this is the particular espe- 
cially in which the comparison finds its 
aptitude): and in their tails is their 
power to hurt men five months (see above 
on ver. 5). They have as king over 
them (or, “they have a king over them, 
viz.” .... the two accusatives being in 
apposition. It favours this last alterna- 
tive, that in this particular, of having a 
king, they are distinguished from natural 
locusts: for Prov. xxx. 27, aBacirevrov 
igruy 7) acpic) the angel of the pit (we 
can hardly with Luther, render “an an- 
gel from the pit :” dyyeXoc¢, though anar- 
throus, is necessarily defined by the geni- 
tive ri¢ aBicoov); his name is in He- 
brew Abaddon (7)73x, perdition, from 73x, 
pert, is used in the O. T. for the place of 
perdition, Orcus, in Job xxvi. 6; Prov, 
/xxvii. 20 [in Keri: Chetib has 722], 
in both of which places it is jomed with 
bi0,—Ps. Ixxxvili. 12; Job xxviii. 22. 
In all these places the LXX express it by 
anodaa. So that this is the local name 
personified: or rather perhaps that ab- 
stract name personified, from which the 
local import itself is derived), and in the 
Greek (scil. yAwooy) he has for his name 
Apollyon (the name azod\X\twy seems 
chosen from the LXX dazwXéra, see above. 
It is a question, who this angel of 

the pit is. Perhaps, for accurate distinc- 
tion’s sake, we must not identify him with 
Satan himself,—cf. ch. xii. 3, 9,—but 
must regard him as one of the principal of 


the bad angels). The one (first) woe hath 
past : behold, there cometh (singular, the 
verb applying simply to that which is 
future, without reference as yet to its plu- 
rality) two woes after these things. 
There is an endless Babel of allegorical 
and historical interpretation of these Jo- 
custs from the pit. The most that we can 
say of their import is, that they belong to 
a series of judgments on the ungodly 
which will immediately precede the second 
advent of our Lord: that the various and 
mysterious particulars of the vision will no 
doubt clear themselves up to the church 
of God, when the time of its fulfilment 
arrives: but that no such clearing up has 
yet taken place, a very few hours of re- 
search among histories of apocalyptic in- 
terpretation will serve to convince any 
reader who is not himself the servant of a 
preconceived system. 

13—21.] The sixth Trumpet. And the 
sixth angel blew his trumpet, and I 
heard a (it is doubtful, in the uncertain 
authenticity of recooapwy, whether any 
stress is to be laid on this piay or not. 
Vitringa gives it the emphasis, —“ quatuor 
heec cornua simul edidisse vocem, non di- 
versam, sed unam eandemque :” and so 
Hengstb. The allegorical interpreters 
give it various imports—the agreement 
of the four Gospels [ Zeger, Calov., al.], 
—that_ of the prayers of exiled Jews 
[Grot.], &c.) voice out of the [four] 
horns of the golden altar which was 
before God (the same altar as that pre- 
viously mentioned in ch. viii. 3 and vi. 
9, where see notes. From ch. xvi. 7 
it would appear that the voice probably 
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14. rec Neyoucay, with h 1 mn. 10-7. 34-5-6-8 (6. 18. 26. 37. 49 Br, e sil): 


Aeyovonc N?>: Aeywy 40: AéyovTog Brel: Aeyovra AN!. 


om exrw A. 


rec (for o exwv) o¢ exe, with 6(e sil) Areth: rw exovre m 34 Andr-coisl: txt AN B 


rel 1 Andr, epoarn B. 


proceeded from the altar itself, repre- 
sented as uttering the cry of vengeance 
for the blood shed on it; cf. ch. vi. 
9, with which cry of the martyred saints 
the whole series of retributive judgments 
is connected. The reading of the Codex 
Sinaiticus [see digest] is very remarkable, 
and may represent the original text. To 
suppose, as Elliott, that the cry from the 
altar is indicative of an altar having been 
the scene of some special sin on the part 
of the men of Roman Christendom, and so 
to apply it to the perversions of Christian 
rites in the Romish Church, is surely to 
confuse the whole imagery of the vision. 
For it is not of any altar in the abstract 
that we are reading, but of the golden altar 
which was before God, where the prayers 
of the saints had been offered by the angel, 
ch. vill. 8, 5: and the voice is the result 
of those prayers, in accordance with which 
those judgments are inflicted. The 
horns again, representing the enceinte of 
the altar, not any special rites with which 
the horns of an altar were concerned, 
cannot be pressed into the service of the 
above-noticed interpretation, but simply 
belong to the propriety of that heard and 
seen. The voice proceeded from the sur- 
face of the altar, on which the prayers had 
been offered : and that surface was bounded 
by the cépara) saying (the noun to which 
the participle, in this broken construction, 
is to be referred, may be either gwyrny, 
whichis most probable, or ceoarwv,in which 
latter case an emphasis would naturally fall 
on the foregoing pia) to the sixth angel, 
who had (construction, see reff. It is far 
better to take 6 éywy as the appositional 
nom., so common in this book, than, as 
Tregelles, to understand it as vocative. 
It is natural that the word f«rw should 
be further specified by adding the class to 
which the angel belonged, 6 éywy rijy 
od\myya: but hardly, that he should be 
singled out by the address, “Thou that 
hast the trumpet,” from the whole seven 
who had trumpets) the trumpet (ry, as 
being that one now before us,—belonging 


to the present vision), Loose (it is too 
much to say that the angel himself is 
made the active minister of this loosing: 
we do not read «ai ropevbeic EXvcer fol- 
lowing, but simply rai ékvOnoav. We 
must therefore believe that the command 
is given to him only in so far as he is the 
representative and herald of all that takes 
place under his trumpet-blowing) the four 
angels which are bound (so E. V. rightly : 
“are bound” is the true perfect passive, 
not “have been bound’’) on (not “in,” as 
E.V.: éwt with the dat. denotes close ad- 
herence or juxtaposition: so our Lord sat 
éxi Ty mnyy, John iv. 6) the great river 
Euphrates (the whole imagery here has 
been a crux interpretum : as to who these 
angels are, and what is indicated by the 
locality here described. I will only ven- 
ture to point out, amidst the surging tu- 
mult of controversy, one or two points of 
apparent refuge to which we must not 
betake ourselves. First, we must not 
yield to the temptation, so attractive at 
first sight, of identifying these four angels 
with the four angels standing on the four 
corners of the earth and holding in the 
four winds, in ch. vii. 1 ff. For the mis- 
sion of these angels is totally distinct 
from theirs, as the locality is also. There 
is not a syllable of winds here, nor any 
hurting of earth, sea, or trees. Secondly, 
the question need not perplex us here, 
whether these are good or bad angels: 
for it does not enter in any way into con- 
sideration. They simply appear, as in 
other parts of this book, as ministers of 
the divine purposes, and pass out of view 
as soon as mentioned. Here, it would 
almost seem as if the angelic persons were 
little more than personifications: for the 

are immediately resolved into the host of 
cavalry. Thirdly, that there is nothing 
in the text to prevent “the great river 
Euphrates” from being meant literally. 
Diisterd. maintains, that because the rest 
of the vision has a mystical meaning, 
therefore this local designation must have 
one also: and that if we are to take the 
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Luke xxiii, 
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t ver. 9. where only. Ezek. xxviii. 14, 16. 


vhere only. Ezek. xxiii.6. Exod. xxvi.l4al. (-Gos, ch. xxi. 20.) 


ins 
om A 17-8. 33 (6. 


26. 35-6-7. 40-1-2, e sil) vulg copt Andr Cypr Primas Tich.—om «at quspay N 1. 


aft cva ins py XN. 


16. rec om rwy, with (6 B', e sil): ins AN B rel 1 Andr Areth. 


for Tr. twmKkov, 
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e sil) Andr Areth. 


rec dvo pupiadec, with X n (4. 6, e sil) Areth: puptadec (omg 


ic-) B rel Andr: txt A c 1 (but with dic erased) 11-2. 36, decuvpiwy 18, dvo pupiadwy 


pup.acag (sic) X. 


rec ins cat bef novoa, with 33 (6. 27.42 Br, e sil) vulg-ed(with 


lips-4) Epiph Areth: om AN B rel 1 am(with fuld &c) syr-dd copt arm Andr Cypr 


Primas. 


Euphrates literally and the rest mystically, 
endless confusion would be introduced. 
But this is quite a mistake, as the slightest 
consideration will shew. It is a common 
feature of Scripture allegory to intermingle 
with its mystic language literal designa- 
tions of time and place. Take for in- 
stance the allegory in Ps. Ixxx. 8, 11, 
«Thou hast brought a vine out of Egypt 
....it sent out its boughs unto the sea, 
and its branches unto the river:” where, 
though the vine and its boughs and 
branches are mystical, Egypt, the sea, and 
the river, are all literal. See some good 
remarks on this in Mr. Elliott’s 1st vol., p. 
331 ff., where the above example is cited 
among others). And the four angels 
were loosed, which had been prepared 
(the perf. part. in conjunction with an 
aor. verb is necessarily pluperf. in sense) 
for (in the ordinary sense of ei¢ after 
éroipaZw and its kindred words—viz. “in 
reference to,” “in reservation for,” “ with 
a view to:” see ver. 7; 2 Tim. ii. 21; 
and zpéc, 1 Pet. iii. 15) against (in refer- 
ence to) the hour and day and month 
and year (viz. which had been appointed 
by God: the appointed hour occurring in 
the appointed day, and that in the ap- 
pointed month, and that in the appointed 
year. The art., prefixed, and not re- 
peated, seems to make this meaning im- 
perative. Had the art. been repeated 
before each, the ideas of the appointed 
hour, day, month, and year would have 
been separated, not, as now, united: had 
there been no art., we might have under- 
stood that the four were to be added to- 
Vor. IV. , 


gether to make up the time, though even 
thus the «ic occurring once only would 
have made some difficulty. The natural 
way of expressing this latter meaning 
would be, sic Woay K. tic npépar K. Etc 
piva «. sig tvtavrov. The only way in 
which it can be extracted from the words 
as they now stand, is by understanding 
the ryv to designate some previously well- 
known period, “ for the [well-known ] hour 
and day and month and year.” But as no 
such notoriety of the period named can be 
recognized, we must I conceive adhere to 
the sense above given), that (iva belongs 
to 7Tomacpévo: more naturally than to 
£\d0ncav) they should kill the third part 
of men (on 76 rpiroy, see above, ver. 7. 
It seems necessary, thatin rév avOpwTwy 
we are to include only the carotkodyrec 
éxi thc yng of ch. viii. 13, not any of the 
servants of God): and the number of the 
armies of the cavalry was twice myriads 
of myriads (i.e. 20,000 x 10,000: = 
200,000,000, two hundred millions. The 
number seems to be founded on those in 
the reff.) ;—I heard the number of them. 
And after this manner (i. e. according to 
the following description) saw I the 
horses in my vision (Diisterd. suggests, 
and it seems likely enough, that this 
express reference to sight is inserted on 
account of the 7jkovea which preceded) 
and those who sat upon them, having 
(€xovras most naturally refers to both 
horses and riders, not to riders only. The 
armour of both was uniform) breastplates 
fiery-red (the three epithets express the 
colours of the ala a and are to he 
U 
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19. rec a yap eXovotat avtwy ev Tw oTopate avtwy sot, with (but eorm) 27; 


omg Kat ev Tate ovparg avTwy, with 36: 
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scribe) 36; txt A B rel. 


separated, as belonging each to one por- 
tion of the host, and corresponding to the 
fire, smoke, and brimstone which pro- 
ceeded out of the horses’ mouths below) 
and fuliginous (answering to camvd¢ be- 
low. vaxivOivog is used for any dark dull 
colour ; Homer calls dark hair darrivy 
av0e dpuoiac, Od. %. 231, pw. 158. The 
hyacinth of the Greeks is supposed to 
have been our dark blue iris: see Palm 
and Rost, sub voce) and sulphureous 
(light yellow: such a colour as would be 
produced by the settling fumes of brim- 
stone) : and the heads of the horses (rv 
ixmwy takes up the horses again, both 
horses and riders having been treated of 
in the preceding sentence) [were] as 
heads of lions, and out of their mouths 
goeth forth fire and smoke and brimstone 
(i. e. separately, one of these out of the 
mouths of each division of the host. I¢ is 
remarkable, that these divisions are ¢hyee, 
though the angels were four). From (a6 
indicates not directly the instrumentality, 
but the direction from which the result 
comes) these three plagues were killed 
the third part of men, by (é«, the source 
out of which the result springs) the fire 
and the smoke and the brimstone which 
went forth (the participle agrees with the 
last noun only, but applies to all) out of 
their mouths. For the power of the 


horses is in their mouths (principally ; 
seeing that by what proceeded from their 
mouths their mission, to slay the third 
part of men, was accomplished) and in 
their tails: for their tails were like ser- 
pents, having heads, and with (év is the 
prep. of investiture, used of that in which 
clad or armed a man does any thing) 
them they hurt (i. e. inflict pain: viz. 
with the bites of the serpent heads in 
which they terminate. I cannot but 
mention, in no unfriendly spirit, but be- 
cause, both being friends, Truth is the 
dearer, that which may be designated the 
culminating imstance of incongruous in- 
terpretation in Mr. Elliott’s historical ex- 
position of these prophecies. These tails 
are, according to him, the horsetails, 
borne as symbols of authority by the 
Turkish Pachas. Well may Mr. Barker 
say [Friendly Strictures, p. 32], “an in- 
terpretation so wild, if it refutes not itself, 
seems scarcely capable of refutation.” 
Happily, it does refute itself. For it is 
convicted, by altogether leaving out of 
view the power in the mouths, which is 
the principal feature in the original vi- 
sion: by making no reference to the ser- 
pent-like character of these tails, but 
being wholly inconsistent with it : by dis- 
torting the canon of symmetrical inter- 
pretation in making the heads attached to 
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mropviac >, 


the tails to mean that the tails are sym- 
bols of authority: and by being com- 
pelled to render adtcovot “they commit 
injustice,” a meaning which, in this refer- 
ence, it surely will not bear. When it 
is said of fire- and smoke- and brimstone- 
breathing horses which kill the third 
part of men, that besides having power 
in their mouths they have it in their 
tails, which are like serpents, ending in 
heads, it would be a strange anti-climax 
to end, “and with these they do injus- 
tice.” I will venture to say, that a 
more self-condemnatory interpretation was 
never broached than this of the horsetails 
of the Pachas). And the rest of men 
(this specification which follows clearly 
shews what sort of men are meant; 
viz. the ungodly alone) who were not 
killed in (the course of: the éy again 
of that in which, as its vehicle or investi- 
ture, their death would come, if it had 
come) these plagues, did not even (the 
force of 0#0&, which on the whole seems 
likely to have been the original reading) 
repent of (é«, so as to come out from: see 
reff.) the works of their hands (i. e. as the 
context here necessitates, not, the whole 
course of their lives, but the idols which 
their hands had made. This’will at once 
appear on comparing our passage with 
Deut. iv. 28, Narpedcere sei Oeotc érépouc, 
Zpyore xetpGv avOpwrwr, Eddorc cat NiPotc, 
ot ov« éWorrat, «.7.A., and Ps. exxxiv. 15, 
Ta eldwra THY LOvdy apyiptoy K. ypucior, 


for zopveiag, mwovnorag AN’: 


Epya xEpGv avOpwrwrv" ordpa Exovot Kai 
ov AadnAovotr, x.r.r. See also Acts vii. 
41) that they should not (in order not to: 
the final purpose, explaining the od perev. 
é« preceding: cf. Winer, edn. 6, p. 408, 
§ 53. 6) worship (for iva with indic, fut. 
see above, ch. ili. 9 reff.) devils (see 
1 Cor. x. 20; 1 Tim. iv. 1, and notes there. 
The objects of worship of the heathen, and 
of semi-heathen Christians, are in fact 
devils, by whatever name they may be 
called), and images of gold (lit. the images 
which are, &c. But this we idiomatically 
express as above) and of silver and of 
brass and of stone and of wood, which 
can neither see nor hear nor walk: and 
they did not repent of their murders nor 
of their witcherafts (lit. their drugs: con- 
erete in sense of abstract, as in all the 
places in the canonical LXX in reff. On 
the sense, see note on Gal. v. 20) nor of 
their fornication (Bengel remarks on zop- 
vtiacg being in the sing., whereas the rest 
are plural, “ Alia scelera ab hominibus per 
intervalla patrantur: una perpetua ropveia 
est apud eos qui munditie cordis carent.” 
But perhaps this is too refined) nor of 
their thefts. The character of these sins 
points out very plainly who are the suf- 
ferers by this sixth, or second woe trumpet, 
and the survivors who do not repent. We 
are taught by St. Paul that the heathen are 
without excuse for degrading the majesty 
of God into an image made like unto cor- 
ruptible things, and for degenerating into 
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7. 30. 32 


: to 38. 
there sprung a new and more particular wie 


gross immoralities in spite of God’s testi- y 
series of the trumpets, having reference 47 to 51. 


mony -given through the natural con- 


science. And even thus will the heathen 
world continue in the main until the se- 
cond advent of our Lord, of which these 
judgments are to be the immediate pre- 
cursors. Nor will these terrible inflictions 
themselves bring those to repentance, 
who shall ultimately reject the Gospel 
which shall be preached among all na- 
tions. Whether, or how far, those Chris- 
tians who have fallen back into these sins 
of the heathen, are here included, is a 
question not easy to decide. That they 
are not formally in the Apostle’s view, 
seems clear. We are not yet dealing with 
the apostasy and fornication within the 
church herself. But that they, having 
become as the carocovrrec Evi TIC y7IC, 
even so far -as to inherit thew character 
of persecutors of the saints, may by the 
very nature of the case, be individually in- 
cluded in the suffering of these plagues,— 
just as we believe and trust that many 
individually belonging to Babylon may be 
found among God’s elect,—it is of course 
impossible to deny. 

Cu. X. 1—XI. 14.] Eprsopican anp 
ANTICIPATORY. As after the sixth seal, 
so here after the sixth trumpet, we have 
a passage interposed, containing two epi- 
sodes, completing that which has been 
already detailed, and introducing the final 
member of the current series. But it is 
not so easy here as there, to ascertain the 
relevance and force of the episodes. Their 
subjects here seem further off: their ac- 
tion more complicated. In order to ap- 
preciate them, it will be necessary to lay 
down clearly the point at which we have 
arrived, and to observe what is at that 
point required. 

The last vision witnessed the destruc- 
tion of a third part of the ungodly by 
the horsemen from the East, and left the 
remainder in a state of impenitent idola- 
try and sin. Manifestly then the prayers 
of the saints are not yet answered, how- 
ever near the time may be for that an- 
swer. If then this Episode contains some 
assurance of the approach of that answer 
in its completeness, it will be what we 
might expect at this point in the series 
of visions. At the same time, look- 
ing onwards to the rest of the book, we 
see, that as out of the more general series 
of visions at the opening of the seals, 
affecting both the church and the world, 


to one incident in the former vision, and 90. Br 


affecting especially the “inhabiters of the 
earth,” so if now the gaze of prophecy 
once more turns to the church and her 
fortunes, and the Apostle receives a new 
commission to utter a second series of 
prophecies, mainly on that subject, it will 
also be no more than what we might 
fairly look for. Again: if the epi- 
sodical vision in its character and hue 
partakes of the complexion of the whole 
series of trumpet-visions, and, as regards 
the church, carries a tinge of persecution, 
and of the yet crying prayer for ven- 
geance, not yet fully answered,—while at 
the same time it contains expressions and 
allusions which can only be explained by 
reference onward to the visions yet to 
come; this complex character is just that 
which would suit the point of transition 
at which we are now standing, when the 


series of visions immediately dependent 


on one feature in the opening of the seals 
is just at its end, and a new one evolving 
the other great subject of that general 
series is about to begin. 

Now each one of these particulars is 
found as described above. For 1) the 
angel of ch. x. declares, with reference to 
the great vengeance-burden of the whole 
series of the trumpet-visions, respecting 
which the souls of the martyrs had been 
commanded ‘va dvaratoovrar itt xp6- 
voy, ch. vi. 11,—that yodvoe obxért Ecrat, 
but that in the days of the seventh angel, 
when he is about to blow, the whole mys- 
tery of prophecy would be fulfilled. 

2) The same angel gives to the Seer the 
open little book, with a distinct announce- 
ment that he is to begin a new series of 
prophecies, and that series, by what imme- 
diately follows, ch. xi. 1 ff, evidently re- 
lating to the church of God in an especial 
manner. 

3) The whole complexion of the epi- 
sodical vision of the two witnesses, ch. xi. 
3 ff., is tinged with the hue which has 
pervaded the series of trumpet-visions, 
from their source in ch. vi. 9—11, viz. 
that of vengeance for the sufferings of the 
saints: while at the same time allusions 
occur in it which are at present inexpli- 
cable, but will receive light hereafter, 
when the new series of visions is un- 
folded. Such are the allusions to 76 
Onpioy To dvaBaivov ix thi¢ aBvooov, 


2, 


vovta &K TOU ovpavou, ¥ reou3eBAnuévoy ¥ vepédnv, Kat 
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e 
& constr., ch, 
ny 


vii. 9 reff. 
© Zz ch, iv. 3 only. 
WC a Gal, ii. 9, 
2 \be ie te 15. 
ch, iii, 
Kal EX wv only.=Exod, 


xiii. 21. xix, 


b constr. zich. 


rec om 7), with k 1 1. 32-8-8 (35-6. 
for upic, Opré &. rec TyS 
rec om avrov (with 
for orvAo1, arvdog 38 


2. rec (for exwr) ecyev, with hl n 1. 10. 35-6 (87. 47-9 Br, e sil) vulg Andr Areth 


Primas: ever 17 : txt ACN B rel Andr-coisl. (careywy 38.) 


BiBAupioy C! fhl 


n 10-7. 36-7-8. 47-9 Bt Andr-a: 3Bdcoy B rel Andr-coisl: txt AC?N 1 (18, esil) Andr-p 


Areth. 


ch. x. 7, and to » wéXtc » peyadn, ib. 
ver. 8. 

With these preliminary considerations, 
we may, I think, approach these episodical 
visions with less uncertainty. 

1—11.] THE VISION OF THE LITTLE 
Book. And I saw another strong angel 
(Gov, perhaps in allusion to the many 
which have been mentioned: but seeing 
‘that the epithet toyvpév occurs only in 
the mention of the angel who cried out 
in reference to the sealed book, ch. v. 2, 
and that the present angel’s errand also 
regards a book, we can hardly help taking 
a@Xov with both substantive and adjective, 
and referring it to that first dyysdoc¢ loxv- 
pé¢ in ch. v. 2. And this consideration 
may serve to introduce the assertion, to 
me hardly admitting of a doubt, that this 
angel is not, and cannot be, our Lord him- 
self. Such a supposition would, it seems 
to me, entirely break through the con- 
sistency of apocalyptic analogy. Through- 
out the book, as before observed, on ch. 
viii. 3, angels are the ministers of the 
divine purposes, and the carriers out of the 
apocalyptic course of procedure, but are 
every where distinct from the divine Per- 
sons themselves. In order to this their 
ministry, they are invested with such sym- 
bols and such delegated attributes as be- 
seem in each case the particular object in 
view: but no apparent fitness of such 
symbolical investiture to the divine cha- 
racter should induce us to break through 
the distinction, and introduce indistinct- 
ness and confusion into the book. When 
St. John means to indicate the Son of 
God, he indicates Him plainly: none 
more so: when these plain indications are 
absent, and I find the name dyys«Ao¢ used, 
I must take leave to regard the agent as 
distinct from Him,—however clothed, for 
the purposes of the particular vision, with 


ree avewypevov, with Brel Andr-a Areth: om A copt: txt CReclm 


His delegated power and attributes) de- 
scending out of heaven (the place of the 
Seer yet continues in heaven: see below, 
vy. 8, 9), clothed with a cloud (as a mes- 
senger of divine judgment: see ch. i. 7), 
and the rainbow upon his head ( the 
well-known, ordinary, rainbow: indicat- 
ing, agreeably with its first origin, God’s 
covenant of mercy. See note on ch. iv. 3. 
On the accus. after ézi at the first men- 
tion of superposition, see note, ch. iv. 2), 
and his face as the sun (indicating the 
divine glory with which he was invested : 
see ch. i, 16, xviii. 1: and compare Luke 
ix. 26), and his feet as pillars of fire (see 
ch. i. 15. The symbols with which this 
angel is accompanied, as those which sur- 
rounded the throne of God in ch, iv. 2 ff., 
betoken judgment tempered with mercy, 
the character of his ministration, which, 
at the same time that it proclaims the 
near approach of the completion of God’s 
judgments, furnishes to the Seer the book 
of his subsequent prophecy, the following 
out of God’s purposes of mercy), and 
having in his hand (his /efé hand, by 
what follows, ver. 5) a little book (the 
diminutive has been taken by some to 
point to the subsequent eating of the 
book by the Apostle: so Hichhorn: but 
Diisterd. remarks that if so, even the 
BiBrapidvoy would be too large :—by 
others, to the size relatively to the angel : 
so Bengel. But the most natural reason 
for its use is to be found by comparison 
with the BiBrjiov of ch. v. ff. That was 
the great sealed roll of God’s purposes : 
this [see below] but one portion of those 
purposes, which was to be made the Seer’s 
own for his future prophesyings. The 
form Pi BAapiduoy is not found in Greek 
writers: the diminutive is S:BAdapioy, 
used by Aristoph. frag. [in Julius Pollux, 
vii. 210. See also Phot. Bibl. p. 142], 
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On the signification, &e., of this little 
book or roll, see below ver. 8, notes) open. 
And he placed his right foot on the sea, 
and his left on the earth, and cried with 
a loud voice as a lion roareth (the whole 
imagery represents the glory and majesty 
of Him whose messenger this angel is: 
and is to be taken literally in the vision, 
the earth meaning the earth; the sea, the 
sea: and the description of the loudness of 
the voice being simply thus descriptive). 
And when he cried, the seven thunders 
(it is probable that the art. at is prefixed 
because, like the seven stars, churches, 
seals, trumpets, and vials, these seven 
thunders form a complete portion of the 
apocalyptic machinery: and haying no 
other designation, for the very reason that 
their meaning is not revealed, they are 
thus designated, as “the seven thunders”) 
spoke their (no further stress on éaurdr, 
than as it belongs to the peculiar cha- 
racter of the utterances of these thunders. 
They were to be concealed, remaining un- 
written : and this fact, I conceive, reflects 
back a tinge on the possessive genitive, 
making it so far emphatic: the voices 
were, and remained, éavr@yv: not shared 
by being perpetuated) voices. And when 
the seven thunders spoke, I was about to 
write (in obedience to the command in 
ch. i, 19): and (mot, “dut:” as I was 
about to write, a new circumstance arose) 
I heard a voice out of heaven (from 
which it does not follow that the Seer is 
on earth, any more than in ver. 1) saying, 
Seal up the things which the seven 
thunders spoke, and do not write them 
(cf. the contrary command, ch. xxii. 10, 


Many speculations have been raised as to 
the purport of the utterances of the seven 
thunders, and the reason for concealing 
them. From the very nature of the case, 
these must be utterly in vain. The wis- 
dom of Him, who signified this Revelation 
to His servant John, has not seen fit to 
reveal these things to us. But the very 
nature of the case also convicts some of 
these speculations of error. The thunders, 
e. g., did not speak ‘ humanum exceden- 
tia captum” as Ewald, seeing that not 
only did St. John understand their utter- 
ances, but he was about to write them 
down for others to read, as intelligible to 
them also. Again, they were not any 
utterances of mere human device. They 
were spoken by command of the great 
angel, as ver. 3 necessarily implies: they 
in common with the seals, trumpets, and 
vials, form part of the divinely-arranged 
machinery of the Apocalypse. It is mat- 
ter of surprise and grief therefore, when 
we find historical interpreters of our day 
explaining them of the papal anathemas 
of the time of the Reformation. Elliott, 
vol. ii. p. 100 ff. It seems to me that no 
interpretation could be more unfortunate 
—none more thoroughly condemnatory of 
the system which is compelled to have 
recourse to it. For, merely to insist upon 
one point,—if it were so, then the Apostle 
sealed the utterances in vain, for all know 
what those thunders have uttered: then 
the command should have run opoayicov 

.. WC Katpov GuYTedeiac, as in Dan. 
xii. 4, instead of an absolute command as 
here. Thus much we may infer; from » 
the very character of thunder,—that the 
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vi. 11. xx. 8. (never = Kaipos in Jobn,) 
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Areth Primas. 
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syr-dd Andr Areth, amplius non erit am (with fuld lipss al). 


utterances were of fearful import: from 
the place which they hold, that they 
related to the church: from the command 
to conceal them, first, encouragement, 
that God in His tender mercy to His own 
does not reveal all His terrors: secondly, 
godly fear, seeing that the arrows of His 
quiver are not exhausted, but besides 
things expressly foretold, there are more 
behind not revealed to us). 5—7.] 
The oath of the strong angel, that the 
time of fulfilment of all prophecy was 
close at hand. In this portion of the 
vision, the reminiscences of Dan. xii. 7 are 
very frequent :—xai tjcovca tod avdpo¢ 
rou évoedupévov Ta Baddiv, d¢ Hy éravw 
Tov HOaTog Tov morapov, kai bwoe THY 
bekiay abrov Kai THY apioTEepay avbrow etc 
Tov obpavoy, kai Wpooey ev TY CwYTt EiC 
roy ata@va, Ort tig Katody Kaipwy Kai 
jyusv Kcatood, tv rp ovvredeoOjvar Tov 
Ovackopmispov yywoovral mavTa TavTa. 
And the angel whom I saw standing 
upon the sea and upon the earth, lifted 
his right hand (not both hands, as in 
Daniel above, seeing that the little book 
lay open on his left. On the practice of 
lifting the hand in swearing, cf. Gen. xiv. 
22 [Exod. vi. 8 and Num. xiv. 30, marg. 
and LXX], Deut. xxxii. 40) towards hea- 
yen (as God’s dwelling-place, Isa. lvii. 15), 
and sware by (construction, see reff.) Him 
that liveth to the ages of the ages (cf. 
Dan. above), who created the heaven and 
the things in it, and the earth and the 
things in it, and the sea and the things 
in it (this full and formal designation of 
God as Creator of all is given, because the 
subject of the angel’s oath is, the mystery 
of God, which necessarily rests in, His 
power alone who made all things, 

We inay observe, that the fact as well as 


the form of this oath is against the sup- 
position, that this strong angel is the Lord 
Himself. Considering St. John’s own de- 
clarations respecting the Son of God, it is 
utterly inconceivable that he should have 
related as spoken by Him an oath couched 
in these terms), that time (see below) 
should no longer be (i. e. should no more 
intervene: in allusion to the answer given 
to the cry of the souls of the martyrs, ch. 
vi. 11, cai t6p:0n adroic iva avarav- 
govtat étt xpovov. This whole series of 
trumpet-judgments has been an answer to 
the prayers of the saints, and now the ven- 
geance is about to receive its entire fulfil- 
ment: yodvog od«ériéorat: the appointed 
delay is at an end. That this is the mean- 
ing, is shewn by the aA’ éy 7. yu. which 
follows. Several erroneous views have been 
taken of this saying: e.g., 1) that of Bede 
“mutabilis secularium temporum varietas 
in novissima tuba cessabit”, al., and ap- 
parently the HE. V. [“ that there should be 
time no longer” ],—that it imports the 
ending of the state of time, and the be- 
ginning of eternity: 2) the chronological 
one of Bengel, who allots a definite length, 
viz. 1111} years (?) to a chronus, and then 
interprets, “ there shall not elapse a chro- 
nus :” bringing the end, on his successive- 
historical system, to the year 1836, which 
is self-refuted: 3) the view of Vitringa 
and Hengstenb., which grounds an error 
on the right understanding of these words 
themselves,—“moram nullam temporis esse 
intercessuram inter clangorem septime 
tube et oraculorum propheticorum imple- 
mentum :” for the assertion of ver.7, which 
is the carrying out of this denial, expressly 
identifies the days of the voice of the seventh 
angel, when he is about to sound, with the 
immediate fulfilment of all prophecy) : but 
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Br Andr Areth. (Wetst Bch &c silent.) 


Tov ayyéAov Tov eBdopov N. rec 


(for ered.) reAeo9n, with Bh 1 n 1. 10. 17-corr 36. 49.51 (37 Br, e sil) Andr: reAeoOn- 
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rec touc [elaur. dovdorg rove 


mpognratc, with jn 4.18 Andr Areth: txt ACN B rel Andr-coisl.—for eavrov, aur. 
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f 1 36 vulg. 
rel Andr Areth: txt AC f. 
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rec (for BiBdtov) ByBrapiWiov, with X g 1.16-8 Andr-p: BeBdcaproy B 
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awn Oev d (perhaps): txt Aj 16. 27. 50. 


rec (for dovvat) Soc, with h n 1. 10-7. 33-7-8. 40-9 (34. 51 Br, e sil) copt Andr : 


txt AC B rel vulg Andr-coisl Areth. 


(@\A4 is not = ei pH, but bears its proper 
meaning of strong contrast) in the days of 
the voice of the seventh angel (i. e. the 
days indicated, in the fulfilment of the 
vision, by the sounding of the seventh 
angel’s trumpet. De W. well observes, 
that there is in the diction of this clause a 
mingling of the fulfilment with the pro- 
phecy), when he is about to blow his_ 
trumpet (these words étav p€AXy are used, 
as in reff., in their strictest propriety. For 
when the seventh angel does sound, the 
completed time of the fulfilment is simul- 
taneous with his blowing: ef. ch. xi. 18: 
so that it is properly said that the fulfil- 
ment comes im the days when he is about 
to blow. Elliott’s version, “at what time 
soever he may have to sound,” can hardly 
be the rendering of bray péidAy cadrife. 
For 1) 6ray will not in the LXX and 
N. T. bear this emphatic uncertainty, but 
is simply “when,” in contingent clauses : 
and 2) uéAAy, in a sentence spoken strictly 
of time, must be kept to its temporal signi- 
fication. Of course, the E. V., “when he 
shall begin to sound,” is inadmissible), 
then (this kat in apodosi is in fact the 
token of a mixed construction: which re- 
solved would be @AQ’ re HEovoty ai npée- 
pat x«.7.d., Kai «.7.’. So also in reff. 
See Winer, edn. 6, p. 389, § 53. 3 f.) the 
mystery of God (this expression will be 


BiBAvdaproy B rel Andr Areth: 6:BAapiov 


best understood by ref. Rom., connected as 
it is here with the verb ednyyéArcer [see 
below]. It is the mystery of the kingdom, 
as unfolded in the course of the Gospel 
dispensation, as is clearly shewn by the 
thanksgiving after the blowing of the 
seventh trumpet in ch. xi. 15 ff.) is ful- 
filled (lit., was fulfilled,—the speaker 
looking back, in prophetic anticipation, on 
the days spoken of, from a point when 
they should have become a thing past), as 
He evangelized (it is impossible to give 
the force of evnyyé\toey with the accus. 
by a periphrasis, without losing its force. 
It expresses that God informed them of 
the glad tidings: it being left to be un- 
derstood by their office of rpogyrne, that 
they published the evayyéAtov. See Gal. 
ili. 8, where the sense, though not the con- 
struction, is much the same) His servants 
the prophets. 

8—ll.] The delivery of the little book 
to John, and announcement of a further 
work of prophecy to be carried on by him. 
And the voice which I heard out of 
heaven, [I] again [heard] talking with 
me and saying (the sentence is a curious 
instance of mixed construction. One of 
its simple forms would be «. 1) gw») jjv 
te. ge 7. obp. madiy éddde per’ Enod 
Aéyovoa: the other, «. rij gwviny jeovca 
ée 7. obp. Tad. Nadodoay per’ Zpod x. 
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Aéyovoay. The former member of the 
first of these, and the latter member of 
the second, are united in the text), Go take 
the book which lieth open in the hand of 
the angel which standeth upon the sea 
and upon the earth. And I went away 
(from my former place as a spectator in 
heaven: from which, however, the Seer 
does not seem wholly to remove, cf. ch. 
xi. 16; xix. 1 ff., although his principal 
spot of observation is henceforth the earth : 
elachy x: xs 185 xiv. 15 xvil.. 3;.c&e.) 
to the angel telling him (the pres. part. 
contains the reason of the amwjA@a) to 
give me the little book. And he saith 
to me, Take and eat it up (cf. Ezek. 
iii. 1 ff.; Jer. xv. 16; Ps. xl. 9): and it 
shall embitter thy belly, but in thy mouth 
shall be sweet as honey. Aud I took the 
book out of the hand of the angel and ate 
it up: and it was in my mouth as honey, 
sweet; and when I had eaten it up, my 
belly was embittered (there is the differ- 
ence between Ezekiel’s roll and this, that 
in the prophet’s case, only the sweetness 
in the mouth is mentioned. The Angel, 
dwelling most on the most important 
thing, the working of the contents of the 
book, puts the bitterness first: the Evan- 
gelist, in relating what happened, follows 
the order of time. The text itself will 

ard us against some misinterpretations 
of this bitterness and sweetness. It is 
plain that we must understand these to 
belong, not to differing characters of dif- 
ferent portions of the contents of the book 
[as Heinr., Ewald], but to different sensa- 
tions of the Evangelist in different parts of 
his body respecting one and the same con- 
tent of the book. Nor again must we 
invert the order, imagining [as Herder 
and Rinck] that the first bitterness leads 
afterwards to sweetness and joy, or [as 
Bede, Aretius, al.] that the bitterness in 
the belly indicates the reception by the 
Evangelist; but the sweetness in the 
mouth, the declaration to others; pro- 
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ceeding on a misunderstanding of ver. 11. 
For further particulars, see below on ver. 
11). And they say (Aéyovow leaves the 
speakers quite indefinite; amounting in 
fact to no move than “it was said”) to 
me, Thou must (i. e. it is God’s will that 
thou shouldest: a command is laid upon 
thee so to do) again prophesy (as thou 
hast done before in writing the former 
part of the aroradvuyic : see in the inter- 
pretation below) concerning (not, as E. V. 
“before :” nor can ért with a dat. bear 
such a meaning. The substantives which 
follow the preposition are the objects of 
the rpopynrevoa. Soin reff. See Winer, 
edn. 6, p. 351, § 48, c. c.) peoples and 
nations and languages and many kings 
(i. e. concerning the inhabitants of the 
earth, as before: cf. ch. v. 9, where the’ 
Lamb’s worthiness to open the former 
B:PBXioy is connected with His having re- 
deemed é« raone pudijg K. yAwoone x. Kav 
k. E0vouc). 

I have postponed till this point the 
question, what we are to understand by 
the 6 BAapidtoyv, and the Seer’s concern 
with it. And I will at once say, before 
discussing the various differing interpreta- 
tions, that I conceive the simple accepta- 
tion of the description and symbolism here 
can lead but to one conclusion ; viz. that 
it represents the pvornotorv rod OEov 
above spoken of, the subject of the re- 
mainder of the apocalyptic prophecies. | 
So far, many of the principal Commenta- 
tors are at one. Indeed it is difficult to 
conceive how any other interpretation can 
have been thought of, except as made 
necessary by some previous self-committal | 
of the Expositor regarding the sealed book | 
of ch. v., or by the exigencies of some his- 
torical system. But within the limits of 
this agreed meaning, there are many dif- 
ferent views as to the extent of the refer- 
ence of the “little book” to that which 
follows, and as to its relation to the 
seven-sealed book of ch: v. As regards 
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these points, we may remark, 1) that the 
contents of the “little book ” cannot well 
be confined to ch. xi. 1—18, or we should 
not have had so solemn an inauguration 
of it, nor so wide-reaching an announce- 


ment of the duty of the Apostle conse-' 


quent on the receipt of it: 2) that the 
oath of the Angel must necessarily be 
connected with his bearing of the open 
book on his hand, and if so, makes it 
necessary to infer that the contents of the 
book are identical with the mystery, re- 
specting which he swears: 3) that the 
episode which follows, containing the first 
work of the Apostle under this his new 
prophetic commission, inchoates an en- 
tirely new matter—the things which be- 
fall the Church of God and the holy city, 
which new character of incidents con- 
tinues to prevail until the very end of the 
book: 4) that the relation of this “little 
book” to the sealed book of ch. v. can 
hardly be doubtful to the readers of this 
Commentary, seeing that we have main- 
tained that book to be the sum of the 
divine purposes, which is not opened at all 
within the limits of the apocalyptic vision, 
but only prepared to be opened by the 
removal of its seven seals. That this is 
not that complete record of the divine 
purposes, nor, technically speaking, any 
portion of it, must be evident to us. For 
it forms a small detached roll or volume, 
lying open on the angel’s hand: it is 
destined for the especial individual behoof 
of the Seer, into whom it passes, and be- 
comes assimilated with himself, to be given 
forth as he should be directed to utter it. 
5) That it contained more than we possess 
in the remaining portion of this book, is 
probable. St. John doubtless knew more 
than he has told us. Previously to this, 
he knew what the seven thunders uttered : 
and subsequently to this, we can hardly 
imagine that he was ignorant of the name 
of the wild-beast, whose number he has 
given us. 

It remains that we say something on 
the circumstances accompanying the Apos- 


tle’s reception of the mysterious book. 
Its sweetness, when he tasted it, allusive 
as it is to the same circumstance in Kze- 
kiel’s eating the roll which was all lamen- 
tation, mourning, and woe, doubtless 
represents present satisfaction at being 
informed of, and admitted to know, a por- 
tion of God’s holy will: of those words of 
which the Psalmist said, Ps. cxix. 103, 
« How sweet are thy words unto my taste, 
yea sweeter than honey unto my mouth !” 
But when the roll came to be not only 
tasted, but digested,—the nature of its 
contents felt within the man,—bitterness 
took the place of sweetness: the persecu- 
tions, the apostasies, the judgments, of 
the church and people of the Lord, sad- 
dened the spirit of the Seer, and dashed 
his joy at the first reception of the mystery 
of God. 

Cu. XI. 1—14.] The measurement of 
the temple of God. The two witnesses : 
their testimony, death, resurrection, and 
assumption into heaven: the earthquake, 
and its consequences. 

This passage may well be called, even 
more than that previous one, ch. x. 1 ff., 
the crux interpretum ; as it is undoubt- 
edly one of the most difficult in the whole 
Apocalypse. Referring to the histories of 
apocalyptic exegesis for an account of the 
various interpretations, I will, as I have 
done in similar cases, endeavour to lay 
down a few landmarks, which may serve 
for guidance at least to avoid inconsis- 
tency, if we cannot do more. And I will 
remark, 1) that we are not bound to the 
hard “wooden” literal sense so insisted 
on in our day by some of the modern Ger- 
man Expositors. I would strongly re- 
commend any one who takes that view, 
who will have Jerusalem = nothing but 
Jerusalem, and confine the two witnesses 
to two persons bodily appearing there, to 
read through the very unsatisfactory and 
shuffling comment of Diisterdieck here : 
the result of which is, that finding, as he 
of course does, many discrepancies between 
this and our Lord’s prophecy of the same 
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destruction of Jerusalem, he is driven to 
the refuge that while our Lord describes 
matters of fact, St. John zdealizes the 
catastrophe, setting it forth not as it 
really took place, but according to its 
inner connexion with the final accomplish- 
ment of the mystery of God, and corre- 
spondently to the hope which God’s Old 
Testament people possessed as contrasted 
with the heathen power of this world, 
which abides in “Babylon.” But really, 
if we have come thus far by fighting for the 
literal interpretation, why not a little fur- 
ther? Or rather why so far? If “Ba- 
bylon ” is the abode of the world, why not 
« Jerusalem” of the church? If our in- 
terpreter, maintaining the literal sense, is 
allowed so far to “ idealize,” as to exempt 
the temple of God itself [ver. 2] from a 
destruction which we know overtook it, 
and nine-tenths of the city [ver. 13] 
from an overthrow which destroyed it all, 
surely there is an end to the meaning of 
words. If Jerusalem here is simply Jeru- 
salem, and the prophecy regards her over- 
throw by the Romans, and especially if 
this passage is to be made such use of as 
to set aside the testimony of Irenzus as 
to the date of the Apocalypse by the 
stronger testimony of the Apocalypse itself 
[so Diisterd. from Liicke], then must 
every particular be shewn to tally with 
known history ; or if this cannot be done, 
at least it must be shewn that none con- 
tradicts it. If this cannot be done, then 
we may fairly infer that the prophecy has 
no such reference, or only remotely, here 
and there, and not as its principal subject. 
2) Into whatever difficulty we may be led 
by the remark, it is no less true, that the 
modtg 9 ayia of ver. 2 cannot be the same 
as the wéAtc 4) peyadn of ver. 8. This 
has been felt by the literal interpreters, 
and they have devised ingenious reasons 
why the holy city should afterwards be 
called the great city: so De Wette, “he 
named Jerusalem the great city, because 
he can no more call her holy after her de- 
secration” [but he need not therefore call 
her great, by which epithet she is never 
called ],—Disterd., “because it is impos- 
sible in one breath to call a city ‘holy,’ 
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and ‘Sodom and Egypt’” [most true: 
then must we not look for some other city 
than one which this very prophecy has 
called holy ?}. So far Joachim says well, 
“Veruntamen quod ait in plateis civitatis 
magne, non satis videtur facere pro eodem 
intellectu [the literal]. Nunquam enim 
magna civitas forte legitur, sed magis 
Nineve et Babylon magne civitates dicta 
sunt: nimirum quia multi sunt vocati, 
pauci vero electi.” His other reason see 
in the interpretation below. 3) We are 
compelled, if I am not mistaken, to carry 
the above considerations somewhat fur- 
ther, by the very conditions of the pro- 
phecy itself. For it is manifestly and un- 
deniably of an anticipatory character. 
It is not, and cannot be, complete in it- 
self. The words of ver. 7, rd Onoiov ré 
avaBaivor é« rig aBtooou, bear no mean- 
ing where they stand, but require, in 
order to be understood at all, to be carried 
on into the succeeding visions of ch. xiii. 
ff. And if into those visions, then into a 
period when this wild-beast has received 
power from the dragon,—when, as in ch. 
xiii. 7, he makes war with the saints and 
conquers them, and all on earth except 
the elect are worshipping him. 4) Let us 
observe the result as affecting our inter- 
pretation. We are necessarily carried on 
by the very terms of our present compen- 
dious prophecy, into the midst of another 
prophecy, far more detailed and full of 
persons and incidents: of one which has 
its peyadAn modtc, its vadc rov Oeod, its 
moockuvourrec tv adr, its paprupia 
"Inoov, and other coincident particulars. 
What inference does a sound principle of 
interpretation force upon us? What, if 
not this—that our present compendious 
prophecy, as in the particular of the beast 
that comes out of the abyss, so in its other 
features, must be understood as giving in 
summary, and introducing, that larger 
one? and consequently, that its terms are 
to be understood by those of that larger 
one, not servilely and literally where they 
stand ? And observe, this is deduced 
from the very necessity of the case itself, 
as shewn in ver. 7, not from any system 
throwing its attraction forward and bias- 
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sing our views. We cannot understand 
this prophecy at all, except in the light of 
those that follow: for it introduces by 
anticipation their dramatis persone. 5) 
If I mistake not, we thus gain much light 
on the difficulties of this prophecy. If it 
is a compendium of the more detailed pro- 
phecies which follow, opening the great 
series regarding God’s church, and reach- 
ing forward to the time of the seventh 
trumpet, then its separate parts, so hard 
to assign on any other view, at once fall 
into their places. Then, e. g. we at once 
know what is meant by the temple and its 
worshippers, viz. that these expressions 
are identical in reference with those others 
in the subsequent prophecy which point 
out an elect remnant, a Goshen in Egypt, 
a Zoar from Sodom, a number who do not 
worship the wild-beast and his image, 
who are not defiled with women, &c. 
And so of the rest. 6) It will then be on 
this principle that I shall attempt the ex- 
position of this difficult prophecy. Re- 
garding it as a summary of the more 
detailed one which follows, I shall en- 
deavour to make the two cast light on one 
another: searching for the meaning of the 
symbols here used in their fuller explana- 
tion there, and gaining perhaps some 
further insight into meanings there from 
expressions occurring here. 

1, 2.] Command to measure the tem- 
ple, but not the outer court, which is 
given to the Gentiles, And there was 
given to me (by whom, is not said, but it 
is left indefinite, as at ch. vi. 11, viii. 2) a 
reed like to a staff (see reff.) saying (Aé- 
yov is out of the construction, and inde- 
finite: asin ch. iv. 1. Andr., in Catena, 
imagines that it is the reed that speaks, 
and builds an allegorical interpretation on 
the idea: rWo yao 6 Kddapog aduxog 
Oy éXeyev "Bysipau k.7.A. 5 &e TodTOU odY 
Osicverat, ayyedtky ouvéoee peTpeiobar 
Tov vady rov Qeov. And so in our own 
time, remarkably enough, Dr. Words- 
worth: “ The Reed speaks: it is inspired : 
the Spirit is in it: it is the Word of God. 
And it measures the Church: that is, the 
Canon of Scripture is the rule of faith ”), 
Arise (€yetpe does not necessarily imply 
that the Apostle was kneeling before: see 
reff.) and measure the temple of God and 
the altar (apparently, the altar of incense : 


as that alone stood in the vadc. But per- 
haps we must not be too minute in parti- 
cularizing), and them that worship in it 
(see the previous remarks on this pro- 
phecy. The measuring here is evidently 
for the purpose of taking account of, un- 
derstanding the bearing and dimensions 
of, that which is to be measured : see ch, 
xxi. 15, where the heavenly Jerusalem is 
measured by the angel. _But here two 
questions arise: 1) What is that which is 
measured ? and 2) when does the measur- 
ing take place? 1) I have no doubt that, 
as above hinted, the vadc r. Oeov and its 
Qvotaornptoy are to be here taken symboli- 
cally, as the other principal features of the 
prophecy ; and to one believing this, there 
ean be but little further doubt as to what 
meaning he shall assign to the terms. 
Thus understood, they can only bear one 
meaning: viz., that of the Church of the 
elect servants of God, every where in this 
book symbolized by Jews in deed and 
truth. Thesociety of these, as a whole, is 
the vadc, agreeably to Scripture symbolism 
elsewhere, e. g. 1 Cor. iii. 16, 17, and is 
symbolized by the inner or holy place of 
the Jerusalem temple, in and among 
which they as true Israelites and priests 
unto God, have a right to worship and 
minister. These are they who, properly 
speaking, alone are measured: estimated 
again and again in this book by tale and 
number—partakers in the first resurrec- 
tion,—the Church of the first-born. Then 
as to our question, 2) it is one which, so 
far as I know, has not engaged the atten- 
tion of expositors. When a command is 
elsewhere in this book given to the Seer, 
we may observe that his fulfilment of it 
is commonly indicated, He is commanded 
to write, and the writing before us proves 
his obedience. He is ordered to take the 
little book, cai awHOa «.7r.A. But of the 
fulfilment by him of this command, éyetpe 
kai «étenooy, no hint appears to be given. 
The voice goes on continuously, until it 
melts imperceptibly into the narrative of 
the vision, and we are startled by «ai 
HKeovoa gwyiv peyadny in ver. 12, when 
we had thought it to be still speaking. 
After that, we hear no more of the mea- 
suring, till another and more glorious 
building is measured in ch. xxi. This 
being so, either 1) which is inconceivable, 
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the measurement does not take place at 
all, or, 2) which is hardly probable, it 
takes place and no result is communicated 
to us, or 3) the result of it is found in the 
subsequent prophecies: in the minute 
and careful distinctions between the ser- 
vants of God and those who receive the 
mark of the wild-beast—in all those indi- 
cations which point out to us the length 
and breadth and depth and height, both 
of faith, and of unfaithfulness). And the 
court which is outside the temple (i. e. 
apparently, every thing except the vad¢e 
itself: not merely the outer court or 
court of the Gentiles. That only the 
vaoc itself, in the strictest sense, is to be 
measured, is significant for the meaning 
above maintained) cast out (of thy mea- 
surement. But these strong words, con- 
veying so slight a meaning, doubtless 
bear in them a tinge also of the stronger 
meaning, “reckon as profane,” “ account 
not as included in the sacred precinct ”’), 
and measure not it (airy has a slight 
emphasis: otherwise it need not have 
been expressed), because it was given 
(viz. at the time when the state of things 
subsisting in the vision came in: or, in 
God’s apportionment) to the Gentiles (if 
the vadc and the mpoccuvoivrec represent 
the elect church of the first-born, the 
#0yn will correspond to those who are 
outside this sacred enclosure: those over 
whom eventually the millennial reign of 
ch. xx. shall be exercised: those from 
among whom shall spring the enmity 
against God’s church, but among whom 
also shall be many who shall repent, and 
give God glory, cf. ver. 13. Of these is 
formed the outward seeming church, mixed 
up with the world; in them, though not 
in each case commensurate with them, is 
Babylon, is the reign of the wild-beast, the 
agency of the false prophet: they are the 
Karotkouvrec THY yHv or tri THE yijc, the 
material on which judgment and mercy are 
severally exercised in the rest of this book 
[ef. especially ver. 18], as contrasted with 
God’s own people, gathered and to be 
gathered out from among them), and they 
shall tread down (i. e. trample as con- 
querors, the outer church being in subjec- 
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tion to them: see reff. The other mean- 
ing, shall tread, merely, is of course in- 
cluded ; but must not be made the preva- 
lent one. The period named shall be one 
during which 9 Baowkia rey obpavar 
BiaZerat, cai Biacrai domwalovow adrhy, 
Matt. xi. 12) the holy city (Jerusalem, in 
the literal sense of the prophecy: the 
whole temple except the vad¢ itself being 
counted with the city outside) forty and 
two months (this period occurs in three 
forms in this book: 1) as forty-two 
months; see ch. xiii. 5: 2) as 1260 days 
= 42 months x 30, see ver. 3, ch. xii. 6: 
3) as time, times, and half a time = 3} 
years, 3 x 360 + 180 = 1260 days, see 
ch. xii. 14. This latter designation is also 
found in Dan. vii. 25, xii. 7. With respect 
to these periods, I may say that, equal 
as they certainly seem to be, we have no 
right to suppose them, in any two given 
cases, to be zdentical, unless the context 
requires such a supposition. For instance, 
in these two verses, 2 and 3, there is strong 
temptation to regard the two equal periods 
as coincident and identical: but it is plain 
that such a view is not required by the 
context ; the prophecy contains no note of 
such coincidence, but may be very simply 
read without it, on the view that the two 
periods are equal in duration, but indepen- 
dent of one another: and the rather, that 
this prophecy, as has been already shewn, 
is of a compendious character, hereafter to 
be stated at large. I will further remark, 
and the reader will find this abundantly 
borne out by research into histories of 
apocalyptic exegesis, that no solution at 
all approaching to a satisfactory one has 
ever yet been given of any one of these 
periods. This being so, my principle is to 
regard them as being still among the 
things unknown to the Church, and await- 
ing their elucidation by the event. It is 
our duty to feel our way by all the indica- 
tions which Scripture furnishes, and by 
the light which history, in its main and 
obvious salient events, has thrown on 
Scripture : and, when those fail us, to be 
content to confess our ignorance. An 
apocalyptic commentary which explains 
every thing, is self-convicted of error). 
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AC B rel Hippol Andr. 
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Areth Vict Primas. 


rec (aft cat) om at, with 18. 33(-4-5, e sil): ins 
rec aft evwaeoyv ins rov, with C 1 rel: om A B. 
txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd copt Hippol Andr 
rec eorwoat, with eg1ln 1. 10-7-8. 36-8 (h 37 Br, e sil) 


rec 


Hippol Andr: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


8—18.] THE TWO WITNESSES: their 
testimony, death, resurrection, ascension : 
consequences on the beholders. The re- 
marks just made are here especially appli- 
cable. No solution has ever been given of 
this portion of the prophecy. Either the 
two witnesses are literal,—two individual 
men,—or they are symbolical,—two indi- 
viduals taken as the concentration of prin- 
ciples and characteristics, and this either 
in themselves, or as representing men who 
embodied those principles and characteris- 
tics. In the following notes I shall ‘point 
out how far one, how far another of these 
views, is favoured by the text, and leave 
the reader to judge. And I will give to 
my two witnesses (the heavenly voice is 
still speaking in the name of Christ. That 
we must not press the nou to the inference 
that Christ himself speaks, is plain by 
Sov Kai 6 KvpLog a’Ta@y tcravown be- 
low. The art. tots seems as if the two 
witnesses were well known, and distinct in 
their individuality. The Svotv is essential 
to the prophecy, and is not to be explained 
away. No interpretation can be right which 
does not, either in individuals, or in charac- 
teristic lines of testimony, retain and bring 
out this dualism. See further below. As 
regards the construction, dwow is followed, 
not by an infin., but by the less usual apo- 
dosis, kai moopnredoovow k.t.\.  No- 
thing need be supplied after dwow, as is 
done by Lyra and Corn.-a-lap. [‘ constan- 
tiam et sapientiam’’], and Beza [“sanc- 
tam civitatem,” which is decidedly wrong, 
seeing it is given to the Gentiles] ), and they 
shall prophesy (wpodytevoovow here has 
generally been taken to mean, shall preach 
repentance. It may be so: but in ch. x. 
11, the verb is used in its later and stricter 
sense of foretelling events, as in 1 Pet. i. 
10; Jude 14. If their testimony consisted 
in denouncing judgment, the other would 
necessarily be combined with it) a thou- 


sand two hundred and sixty days (Diis- 
terd. remarks that the fact of a period of 
the same length as the forty-two months 
being now expressed in days, implies that 
they will prophesy day by day throughout 
it. The reader will of course see, that the 
two questions, of these days being days or 
years, and of the individuality or the sym- 
bolical character of the witnesses, are 
mutually connected together. He will also 
bear in mind that it is a pure assumption 
that the two periods, the forty-two months 
and the 1260 days, coincide over the same 
space of time. The duration of time is 
that during which the power of Elijah’s 
prophecy shut up the heaven: viz. three 
years and six months: see Luke iv. 25, and 
more on yer. 6 below) clothed in sack- 
cloth (in token of need of repentance and 
of approaching judgment : see Isa. xxii. 12 ; 
Jer. iv. 8, vi. 26; Jonah iii. 5. Certainly 
this portion of the prophetic description 
strongly favours the individual interpreta- 
tion. For first, it is hard to conceive how 
whole bodies of men and churches could be 
thus described : and secondly, the principal 
symbolical interpreters have left out, or 
passed very slightly, this important parti- 
cular. One does not see how bodies of 
men who lived like other men [their being 
the victims of persecution is another mat- 
ter], can be said to have prophesied clothed 
in sackcloth. It is to be observed that 
such was the garment of Elijah; see 
2 Kings i. 8, and cf. Matt. iii. 4). These 
are the two olive trees and the two candle- 
sticks which stand before the Lord of the 
earth (the whole from ref. Zech., to which 
the art.ai refers. But it is to be observed 
that while in Zech. we have the two éAaiat, 
and spoken of in the same terms as here, 
there is but one Avxvia, with its seven 
lights, which very seven lights, as there 
interpreted in ver. 10, are referred to in 
our ch.iv.5, v.6. So that it is somewhat 
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5. rec OeXn (twice), with 133: Ody and Oeder 30-6: eMedXer and OeXer 42: om Qnd 
6. 40: Oder and OeAnon 38: txt C Brel 1 Andr Areth. for 2nd «, 7 C 1. 
rec 2nd avroug bef 2nd @eX., with 1. 36. 47 (51, e sil) Andr Primas: om Od. 40: txt 
AC B rel Hippol Andr-coisl Areth Tich. om ovrwe A. 

6. rec eLovoray kdetoat bef Tov ovpavoy, with AC hn 1. 10-7 (16. 37. 49 Br, e sil) 
vulg syr-dd copt Hippol Andr: roy ovpavoy kevoar eLovorav 33 : eLovoray Tov ovpa- 
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lat-ff. 


osakc sav OeX. bef [ev] maon wAnyy B rel Andr-coisl Areth: om «vy raon 


mnyn ZB: OM ocarc cay Oecd. 19: txt AC hn 10-6-7. 36-7-8. 49. 51 Bt Andr-coisl 
Areth.—av C 38.—0eAnoovow C: Oedwoty fj 36: eXOworr k. 


difficult to say, whence at duo Avyviat 
has come. The most probable view is that 
St. John has taken up and amplified the 
prophetic symbolism of Zechariah, carry- 
ing it on by the well-known figure of 
lights, as representing God’s testifying 
servants. Who the two “sons of oil” in 
the prophet were, whether Zerubbabel and 
Joshua, or the prophets Zechariah and 
Haggai, is of no import to our text here) : 
and if any one be minded to harm them, 
fire goeth forth (the pres., of that which 
is habitual and settled, though yet future : 
see also on ver. 7 below) out of their 
mouth, and devoureth their enemies (so 
Elijah, 2 Kings i. 10 ff.; and so ran the 
word of promise to Jeremiah, Jer. v. 14, 
idod éyw didwea Todo Adyoug pov ic TO 
oropa oov 1p, kai Tov Nady rovrov Era, 
kai Karapoyerat avrovc: the two being 
here combined together. Cf. also Sir. 
xlviii. 1, dvésrn “HXiag we rio, Kal 6 
Noyog abrov we aude écaiero); and if 
any one be minded to harm them, after 
this manner (see Sir. xlviii. 3) he must be 
killed (this whole description is most dif- 
ficult to apply, on the allegorical inter- 
pretation ; as is that which follows. And 
as might have been expected, the alle- 
gorists halt and are perplexed exceed- 
ingly. The double announcement here 
seems to stamp the literal sense, and 


the et rig and dei abdroy droxcravOjnva 
are decisive against any mere national ap- 
plication of the words [as Elliott]. Indi- 
viduality could not be more strongly indi- 
cated). These have (see on the pres. 
above) [the] power to shut the heaven, 
that the rain may not rain during the 
days of their prophecy (as did Elijah: the 
duration of the time also corresponding : 
see reff.): and they have power over the 
waters to turn them into blood (as had 
Moses, ref.), and to smite the earth with 
(the éy of investiture. See ref. 1 Kings, 
from which, applying to the plagues in 
Egypt, the expression is taken) every 
plague as often as they shall be minded 
(all this points out the spirit and power of 
Moses,. combined with that of Elias. And 
undoubtedly, it is in these two directions 
that we must look for the two witnesses, 
or lines of witnesses. The one imper- 
sonates the law, the other the prophets. 
The one reminds us of the prophet whom 
God should raise up like unto Moses ; the 
other of Elias the prophet, who should 
come before the great and terrible day of 
the Lord; 6 caraypadgeic tv breypotc sig 
Kaipovc, Komdcat doyiy Kpicews Kupiov 
woo Ovpod, Sir. xlviii. 10. But whether 
we are to regard these prophecies as to be 
fulfilled by individuals, or by lines of tes- 
timony, must depend entirely on the indi- 
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8. rec (for ro wrwpa) ta Trwpara, with mn 1. 10-7-8. 34-5-6-8 (h 37. 49 Br, e sil) 


vulg 


syr-dd Andr Primas Vict: txt AC B rel copt Areth. 


rec om tne bef 


mo\ewe, with 33 (35. 41. 51, e sil): ins AC B rel 1 Andr Areth.—(rng pey. mod. 36.) 


cations here given). And when they had. 


finished (rehéowow is a futurus exactus, 
implying, as plainly as words can imply it, 
that the whole period of their testimony 
will be at an end when that which is next 
said shall happen. All attempts of the 
allegorical expositors to escape this plain 
meaning of the words are in vain. Such 
is that of Mede, “when they shall be 
about finishing:” of Daubuz, “ whilst 
they shall perform :” of Elliott, “when 
they shall have completed their testi- 
mony,” meaning thereby not the whole 
course of it, but any one complete delivery 
of it, which others might have followed) 
their testimony, the wild-beast that 
cometh up out of the pit (this is the first 
mention of the wild-beast ; and the whole 
description, as remarked above, is antici- 
patory. The pres. part. dvaBaivory gives 
simply designation, as so often: and is 
not to be interpreted future, as Elliott, 
“that is to ascend.” The character of 
the beast is that he ascendeth out of the 
abyss ; just as the tempter of our Lord is 
called 6 repaZwy, Matt. iv. 3, though the 
narrative is in the past tense. This 
wild-beast is evidently identical with that 
mentioned in ch. xvii. 8, of which the 
same term is used, 6 péAXee dvaBaivery éx 
The aBdcoov: and if so, with that also 
which is introduced ch. xiii. 1 ff, as é« 
Tie Oadacone Onpioy avaBaivoy, seeing 
that the same details, of the seven heads 
and ten horns, are ascribed to the two. 
But, though the appellation is anticipa- 
tory as far as this book is concerned, the 
beast spoken of was already familiar to its 
readers from Dan. vii.: see below) shall 
make war with them (the very expression 
is from Dan. vii. 21, cai rd Képae éxeivo 
érroiee wOAgMOov peta THY ayiwy), and 
shall conquer them and kill them. And 
their corpse (trdua, das Gefallene derfel- 
ben,-as Diisterd. gives it: “their wreck.” 


The singular is used, not for any mystical 
reason, as Wordsw. imagines [who inter- 
prets the two witnesses of the Old and 
New ‘Testaments, and says, “The two 
witnesses have but one body. They twain 
are one flesh. The two Testaments are 
one” |, but simply as above, because 
atTw@pa does not properly signify a dead 
body, but that which has fallen, be it 
of one, or of many. Below, where the 
context requires the separate corpses to 
be specified, the less proper meaning of 
mT@pa is adopted, and we have the plural) 
[is] (the present is best to supply, on 
account of the verbs following, which are 
in the present, until we come to wépipov- 
oty: and with which the portion relating 
to the corpses is bound up) upon the open 
street (reff.) of the great city (not Jeru- 
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salem [see above], which is never called 


by this name: but the ») wéAtc 1) peyadn 
of the succeeding visions, of which this is 
anticipatory and compendious), namely, 
that which (rts, not = », but specifying 
and particularizing) is calied spiritually 
(i. e. allegorically ; in a sense higher than 
the literal and obvious one. The only 
other place in which we find this usage of 
the word is in ref. 1 Cor., which see, and 
notes there) Sodom and Egypt (those 
Commentators who maintain that the 
literal Jerusalem is here meant, allege Isa. 
i. 9 ff., and Ezek. xvi. 48, as places where 
she is called Sodom. But the latter place 
is no example: for there Jerusalem is 
compared, in point of sinfulness, with her 
sisters, Samaria and Sodom, and is not 
called Sodom at all. And in Isaiah i. 9 
ff., 1) it is not Jerusalem, but the Jewish 
people in general [see also Isa: iii. 9] that 
are called by this name: and that 2) not 
so much in respect of depravity, as of the 
desolation of Judea, which [vv. 7—9] 
almost equalled that of the devoted cities. 
And even supposing this to be a case in 
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33-8 (g h n 34-5-7. 49 Br, e sil) vulg syr-dd Andr Primas: txt AC B rel copt Andr- 


coisl Areth Tich. 
17. 30'-3. 51 (36-7. 49, e sil) vulg Primas. 


for ra mTwpara, To cwna f: Ta oropara Nn. 


om «at (bef yucov) B rel 1 Andr Areth Cassiod: ins AC gn 2. 


om from kat ra mrwpara toend k 30. 
rec (for agiovciv) agynooun, 


with B rel syr-dd copt Andr Areth Primas: agiaor g: agovow 36: txt AC n 1. 12 
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rec punpara, with 33 vulg Primas: 


pynueoy C 36: txt B rel 1 syr-dd copt Andr Areth Tich. (A def.)—for eg pynpa, ev 


pvnpare 40. 


point, no instance can be alleged of Jeru- 
salem being called Egypt, or any thing 
bearing such an interpretation, Whereas 
in the subsequent prophecy both these 
comparisons are naturally suggested with 
regard to the great city there mentioned : 
viz. that of Sodom by ch. xix. 3, 6 camvdc 
atrng avaBaive sig Tove alwvac TeV 
aiwyvwy, compared with Gen. xix. 28, and 
that of Egypt, and indeed Sodom also, by 
ch. xviil. 4 ff., é2eA@are &€ abrij¢ 0 adc 
pov, «.7.A.), Where their Lord also (as 
well as they : not the specific term éorav- 
p#0n, but the gencral fact of death by 
persecution, underlying it, being in the 
Writer’s mind) was crucified (these words 
have principally led those who hold the 
literal Jerusalem to be meant. But if, as 
I believe I have shewn, such an interpre- 
tation is forbidden by the previous words, 
then we must not fall back on an er- 
roneous view on account of the apparent 
requirements of these words, but enquire 
whether by the light of the subsequent 
prophecy, which is an expansion of this, 
we may find some meaning for them in 
accordance with the preceding conditions. 
And this is surely not difficult to discover. 
If we compare ch. xviii. 24, cai év avrg 
aipa mpopntayv «. ayiwy even kK. 
ravtTwy Twv espaypivwy emi THC YAS, 
with Matt. xxiii. 35, dawe fAOy to’ dpac 
' gav alpa Siatoy éxyuvvopevoy tri TIS 
yc, we shall find a wider ground than 
the mere literal Jerusalem on which to 

lace the Lord’s own martyrdom and that 
of His saints. It is true, He was cruci- 
fied at Jerusalem : but it is also true that 
He was crucified not in, but. outside the 
‘Vou. IV. 


city, and by the hands, not of Jews, 
but of Romans. The fact is that the 
literal Jerusalem, in whom was found the 
blood of all the saints who had been slain 
on earth, has been superseded by that 
wider and greater city, of which this pro- 
phecy speaks: and as the temple, in pro- 
phetic language, has become the church 
of God, so the outer city, in the same 
language, has become the great city which 
will be the subject of God’s final judg- 
ments. For those who consider this, there 
can be no hesitation in interpreting even 
this local designation also of this great 
city). And some from among (construc- 
tion, see reff.) the peoples and tribes and 
languages and nations look upon (the 
prophetic history is carried on in the 
present,.as in ch, xviii. 11 compared with 
ver. 9, and elsewhere) their corpse (see 
above) three days and a half (on this 
period we may remark, that these 3} days 
are connected by analogy with the periods 
previously mentioned : with the 1260 days 
and 42 months = 33 years: and that in 
each case the half of the mystic number 
7 enters. Also, that Elliott’s calculation 
of this period as 34 years, by which he 
makes out that that period elapsed, “pre- 
cisely, to a day,” between the ninth ses- 
sion of the Lateran council, and the post- 
ing up of the theses by Luther at Witten- 
berg,—and on the accuracy of which he 
exclaims, “ O wonderful prophecy! O the 
depth of the riches of the wisdom and of 
the foreknowledge of God!”— labours 
under this fatal defect :—that whereas his 
3 years, from May 5, 1514, to May 5, 
1517, are years of 365 det his half-year, 
x 
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h Rev. here only. Gospp. & Acts passim. Heb. vii.4. 1 John iii.17, Ps. lxiii. 9. 


10. rec (for yatp.) yapovory, with (none of our mss) vulg syr-dd copt «th Primas: 


xapnoovra 88 Andr-p Areth: txt AC B rel 1 Andr Glye Tich. 


ree (for 


evpoaivorrar) evpparOncovra, with B f(sic) rel vss Andr Areth Primas: txt AC 


gn 1.12. 36 Andr-a Tich. 


for wep ovary, dwoovary Brel Andr Areth: txt AC 


10-7 (¢ h 1 27. 37. 49 Br, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt Andr-a Primas, wepzovoiy n 36, 


mittunt vulg-ms Tich. 
ll. om rag 1. 


adAnNove C 27. 
ins ro bef nutov C. (nptoov A and A? in ver. 9.) 


rec (for 


&v auto) ex’ avrove, with h 10 Br (26. 33-7. 41-2-9, e sil): exg¢ avrove Brel Andr 
Areth: avroig C11. 17. 388: txt A gn? 18. 36. 51 Andr-a Idac.—etcendGev ex rov Gov 


avroe C. (n! wanting.) 


for emt, uo 1 (30?). 


rec (for emez.) exeory, with 


B rel 1 Andr Areth: om 40: extmecetrar 88: txt AC dhl 9. 10-3-6-7-8-9. 27. 37. 


47-9 Br Andr-a. 


ere Tov Yewpourtev C 17). 


12. rec novacav, with AC (17-8-9?) 327-4 vulg: axovcovra: 38: txt B rel 1 copt 


arm Andr Areth Tich. 


from May 5, 1517, to Oct. 31, of the same 
year, is “180, or half 360 days:” i.e. 
wanting 2% days of the time required ac- 
cording to that reckoning), and do not 
permit (dgpiovory, as ipiev in Mark i. 34, 
xi. 16, is from the form agiw. The same 
form occurs in Eccl. ii. 18; Philo, Leg. ad 
Cai. p. 1021 p, § 30. See Winer, edn. 6, 
p. 72, § 14. 3) their corpses to: be put 
into a tomb (the following exposition will 
hardly be credited: but is useful, as shew- 
ing how far away men can be led in forcing 
the sense in favour of a particular view. 
Dr. Wordsworth regards the two witnesses 
as the Old and New Testaments, and the 
beast that makes war with them as Papal 
Rome. On this clause, he says, ‘the ori- 
ginal word here is pynpara, not ragove, 
and is to be rendered not graves, but 
monuments: i, e. she has laboured that 
the Two Witnesses may not be committed 
to the immortal monuments of Editions, 
Translations, and Expositions. .... And 
wonderful it is that not a single Edition 
of the Original Scriptures has ever been 
printed at Rome, that great city which 
ealls herself the Mother and Mistress of 
Churches.” It will be hardly necessary 
to remind any N. T. student that prijua 
never occurs in it in any sense but in the 
concrete one of a grave or tomb: see reff. 
The same is true of the LXX, where it 
occurs fifteen times. And again it is fatal 


pwyns meyadns ....Asyovons C g hn 1, 10-7. 36-7. 49 


to this strange exposition, that it is not 
the beast, but é« rv Aawy Kk. gud. KYA. 
who will not permit their bodies to be put 
into a tomb. It may also be remarked, 
that it is now to a Roman printing press 
that we owe our only edition of the oldest 
published eodex of the Greek Old and 
New Testaments). And they that dwell 
upon the earth (see reff.: the godless 
world) rejoice over them (at their fall: 
éwi with dat., of the close juxtaposition 
which connects a mental affection with its 
object) and are glad and shall send gifts 
to one another (as on a day of festival, 
see Neh. viii. 10, 12; Esth. ix. 19, 22; 
and Winer, RWB. i. 411, art. Gefchente), 
because these two prophets tormented 
them that dwelt upon the earth (viz. by 
the plagues above mentioned, vv. 5, 6). 
And after the three days and half, the 
Spirit of life (not, a spirit : the whole dic- 
tion is closely imitated from that used of 
the dry bones in Hzek. xxxvii. 10, where 
[F.] it is eiend\Pev cic airode mveipa 
Zwh¢: and no inference as to indefinite- 
ness can be drawn from the absence of the 
art. from such a word as myedpa) from 
God (may belong to wij¢ only ; but much 
better to wvetpa Lwij¢ taken as one word. 
The art. 76 would strictly be required, but 
may well be wanting in later Greek) en- 
tered in them (the év is a pregnant con- 
struction: entered into, so as to be in), 
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18. John ix. 24. Acts xii. 23. Josh. vii. 19. 


Theod, q=ch. ix. 12. 
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ch, iy. 1. 
Matt. xxii, 
I2al. Ruth 
ii. 14, 
jsoart., Luke 
xii. 54, 
k ch. vi. 12 
(reff.). 
= ch, iii. 4, 
Acts i, 15, 
Num. xxvi. 
53. 


\ 
kat} 


m Acts v. 13. 
et ii. 3, 
Rue , revs 1 ess. iv. 

Cig CG 
oval devréoa amnAdev 1 tim, 7.20 
al, 
n Luke xxiv. 5, 
37. Acts x. 
_ och, xiy. 7, xvi. 9. xix.7. Luke xvii. 
p ch. xvi, 11. Ezrai.2. Neh.i.4. Dan. ii. 18, 19 


r= ch. ix. 12, xxi, 4 only. 


rec avaByre, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt 


18. om Ist cae B rel Areth Tich: ins AC gh1mn 10-7-8. 34 (26. 37. 40-1-2-9 Br, e 


sil) vulg syr-dd copt Andr Primas. 


Oecartoy, y' B. 
14. om Ist 7 1. 


for wea, nuspa Brel Andr Areth: txt AC g 
33(-6, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt Andr-a Primas. 


for kat To, wore To C, for 


n ovat n roirn bef cov B rel Andry Areth: om sdov | 6, 


32-3(-5, e sil) fuld eth: txt AC g 1. 17. 38 vss Andr-a Primas.—sdov epyerat 9 ovat n 


TpiTn 36. 


and they stood upon their feet (the very 
words of Ezek. 1. c., but with one dif- 
ference, the accus. wédac, which, as re- 
marked on ch. iv. 2, is characteristic of 
our Writer at the first mention of a 
superimposition), and great fear fell upon 
those who beheld them. And I heard a 
great voice from heaven saying to them, 
Come up hither. And they went up to 
heaven in the cloud (or, as we more com- 
monly say in English, the clouds : viz. the 
cloud which ordinarily floats in the air; 
the mist: see ref.: not, as Wordsw., “the 
cloud of Christ’s glory :”’ nor needing, as 
Elliott, identification with any cloud pre- 
viously mentioned in this book. But the 
ascension of the witnesses partakes of the 
character of His ascension. No attempt 
has been made to explain this ascension 
by those who interpret the witnesses 
figuratively of the Old and New Testa- 
ments or the like. Even Elliott has left 
it with the lamest possible interpretation, 
viz. the calling up of the Protestants 
of Germany to political ascendancy and 
power [!]), and their enemies beheld them. 
And in that hour there was a great earth- 
quake, and the tenth part of the city (the 
great city, as above) fell, and there were 
slain in the earthquake names of men 
(i. e. men themselves, the évéuara shew- 
ing that the number is carefully and pre- 
cisely stated, as if the name of each were 
recounted: see reff.: and more below) 
seven thousands (i. e. the number 7000. 
In every place of the 23 where ytdid¢ 
occurs in the N. T., it signifies simply the 


numeral 1000, and never a chiliad, or a 
province, as Elliott, forcing the expression 
to mean, in his historical interpretation, 
the seven Dutch united provinces [so also 
Cocceius], which were lost to the Papacy 
at the Reformation. He also forces 6v6- 
para av0ow7wy out of its idiomatic sense 
to import “titles of dignity and com- 
mand,” Duchies, Marquisates, Lordships), 
and the rest (of the inhabitants of the 
city) became terrified, and gave glory 
(it would be entirely needless to contend 
that édwkay belongs to the same subject 
as éyévovro, viz. ot Aovroi, had not an 
attempt been made [ Ell. ii. 466] to supply 
“the ascended witnesses” as a new sub- 
ject. To say nothing of the inapplicability 
of the instances cited to justify such a 
view, our ch. xiv. 7 is decisive against it, 
where men are exhorted poBnOnre roy Gedy 
cat dére abryp Od€av: as also ch. xvi. 9, 
where the men tormented ob perevénoar 
Sovvat air ddgav. In fact, the giving 
glory to God is not equivalent in the 
Scriptures to thanking God, but is as 
Bengel notices, “ character conversionis,” 
or at all events, the recognition of God. 
The exceptions to this are more apparent 
than real, e. g. Luke xvii. 18, where re- 
cognition is the main feature: ch. iv. 9, 
where 6é6£ayv does not stand alone. See 
also LXX, 1 Kings vi. 5. Josh. vii. 19 is 
a remarkable example of the ordinary 
meaning of the phrase) to the God of 
heaven (an expression, see reff., confined 
to the later books of the O. T.). The 
second woe is past (see on ch. ix. 12): 
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(ch. xxii.5.) 0-1-2. 

Pea. ix. i6 (37). exlv.10. A i. 

15. om 6 A. rec (for Neyovrec) eyoveat, with C rel 1 Andr Areth: om 33: txt 


AsBadfk 2.6. 9. 16-9. 26-7. 30. 41-2. 90. 


36: txt AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff. 


behold, the third woe cometh quickly 
(the episodical visions of ch. x. 1—11, 
xi. 1—13, are finished: and the prophecy 
recurs to the plagues of the sixth trumpet, 
ch. ix. 18—21. These formed the second 
woe: and upon these the third is to follow. 


But in actual relation, and in detail, it . 


does not immediately follow. Instead of it, 
we have voices of thanksgiving in heaven, 
for that the hour of God’s kingdom and 
vengeance is come. The Seer is not yet 
prepared to set. forth the nature of this 
taking of the kingdom, this remand to 
God’s servants, this destruction of the 
destroyers of the earth. Before he does 
so, another series of prophetic visions must 
be given, regarding not merely the dwellers 
on the earth, but the Church herself, her 
glory and her shame, her faithfulness and 
her apostasy. When this series has been 
given, then shall be declared in its fulness 
the manner and the process of the time of 
the end. And consequently as at the end 
of the vision of the seals, so here also. 
The sixth seal gave the immediately pre- 
ceding signs of the great day—we were 
shewn in anticipatory episodes, the gather- 
ing of the elect and the multitude before 
the throne, and then the veil was dropt 
upon that series of visions and another 
began. And now, God’s avenging judg- 
ments on the earth, in answer to the 
prayers of His saints, having reached 
their final point of accomplishment, and 
the armies of heaven having given solemn 
thanks for the hour being come, again 
the veil is dropt, and again a new pro- 
cession of visions begins “from the begin- 
ning. The third woe, so soon to come, 
is in narration deferred until all the va- 
rious underplots, so to speak, of God’s 
Providence have been brought onward 
to a point ready for the great and final 
dénouement). 

15—-19.] The seventh trumpet. And the 
seventh angel blew his trumpet, and 
there were great voices in heaven (notice, 
a) that the seventh seal, the seventh trum- 
pet, and the seventh vial, are all differently 
accompanied from any of the preceding 
series.in each case. b) At each seventh 


rec eyevovTo at Baordetat, with 1 4. 


member of the series we hear what is done, 
not on earth, but in heaven,—the half- 
hour’s silence, the song of thanksgiving, 
the voice from the temple and the throne, 
saying, “It is done.” c) At each seventh 
member likewise we have it related in the 
form of a solemn conclusion, 1) éyévovro 
Bpovrai Kat aorparat Kai gwvai kat 
TELG HOC, ch. viii. 5,—2) éyévovro doTpa- 
mai Kat gwrvat kat Boovrai Kat xarala 
peyaAn, ch. xi. 19,—3) éyivovro aorpa- 
mai cai dwvai cai Boovrai, Kai ceropoc 
étyévero péyac «.7.X., ch. xvi. 18 ff. d) At 
each seventh member we have plain indi- 
cation in the imagery or by direct expres- 
sion, that the end is come, or close at 
hand: 1) by the imagery of the sixth seal, 
and the two episodes, preceding the se- 
venth seal: 2) by the declaration here, 
HAOev 6 Kaipde TOY vexpSv KordHvar: 3) 
by the Téyovey sounding from the temple 
and the throne on the pouring out of the 
seventh vial. e) All this forms strong 
ground for inference, that the three series 
of visions are not continuous, but resump- 
tive: not indeed going over the same 
ground with one another, either of time 
or of occurrence, but each evolving some- 
thing which was not in the formey, and 
putting the course of God’s Providence in 
a different light. It is true, that the 
seals involve the trumpets, the trumpets 
the vials: but it is not in mere temporal 
succession: the involution and inclusion 
are far deeper: the world-wide vision of 
the seals containing the cry for vengeance, 
out of which is evolved the series of the 
trumpets: and this again containing the 
episodical visions of the little book and the 
witnesses, out of which are evolved the 
visions of ecclesiastical faithfulness and 
apostasy which follow), saying (whose 
these voices were, is not specified: but we 
may fairly assume them to have been 
those of the armies of heaven and the four 
living-beings, as distinguished from the 
twenty-four elders which follow. 

For the mase. part., see reff.), The King- 
dom of the world (i. e. over this world : 
4 Bacirsia abstract. In the received 
text, reading ai BactNeiat, it is the king- 
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1 Cor. xiv. 25. 
Num. xvi. 4. 
y Rev., here 
only. = Luke 
Xvili. 11, 
John xi. 41, 
Rom. i. 8 al.t 
Judith viii. 
25. Wisd. 
xviii. 2, 
2 Maec. i. 11 
only. 
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19 Kai nvotyn 0 “vaog tov “Oeod ev Tw ovpav@, Kal 


ce = Matt. iii.7. Eph.v.6. Col. iii.6. 1 Thess. i. 10. ii.16. Zeph. ii. 2. 
1 Pet, iv, 17. 


41. xxvi,18 al, w-inf,, Heb. xi. 15. 
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bch. xii.17. 


xxii. 7. 

Luke xiy. 21. 
xv. 28. Eph. 
iv. 26 only. 
Ps. xeviii. 1. 
d constr. w. gen., Matt. xxi. 


w. both, Esth. ii. 12. e Matt. x. 41, 


f= Acts ix. 13, 32, 41. xxvi.10. Epp. passim. ch. viii, 8,4 al. Ps.xv.3. mp. #. ay-, ch.xvi.6. xviii. a 
eb, 


ghereonly. Ps. ci. 15. Micah vi.9. 
vii, 11. Jer. vi. 13 al. ich. viii. 9 reff. 


16. om Ist ot A. 
Areth: om ABfg1 1.12. 


h ch, xiii. 16. xix. 5,8. xx.12. Isa. ix. 14. see Acts vili. 10. 


jsee ch. xix, 2, k ver, 1 reff, 


rec étkoot kat recoagec, with 19. 33 Br (30-7. 41-2, e sil): 
co BaghkIin41. 10. 49. 50. 90: txt AC rel Andr Areth. 
ins rou Qvovov bef rov Geou B rel syr-dd Andr-coisl 


ins 2nd ot C rel Andr 


Areth (rou Q9puv0u avrov c): om AC g hn 10 (87. 49 Br, e sil) vulg copt Andr Primas. 
for caOnpevor, oc «aOnvrar B rel Andr-coisl Areth; caOnvrac C g 2 arm: ov 


caOnuevorf 12: txt An 10-7. 36-8. 47 (h 1 37. 49 Br, e sil) Andr. 


eweécov B rel 


Andr-coisl Areth: txt AC dj 12. 13. 32-3. 49! Andr.—(om from aurwy to avrwy 35.) 


17. for cou, ce B. 


rec aft 6 my ins Kat o epyouevoc, with g hn 10-7. 36. (87, 


e sil) 49 copt Andr-a: om AC B rel 1 am(with demid fuld harl &c) syr-dd arm-zoh(ed. 


1805) Andr Areth Cypr Primas. 
18. for kaipoc, eXnoog C. 
wae 1. 


TOUE pikpouc kK. TOUC peyadouc AC. 


evcngec C. 
Tove aywove K. Tove PoBovpevove A. 


om 6th 


om last «ar A. diag 9etparvrac 


Chlm 10. 34-5. 47-8-9 Bt Andr-coisl: @@epovrac 1. 
19. for nvovyn, nvovyOy B rel Areth: txt AC flm 2. 10-7-8. 36 (h 37. 41-2-9 Br, 


e sil), nyoryyn gn. 


doms, conerete, of the world) is become 
(aor., but alluding to the result of the 
whole series of events past, and not to be 
expressed in English except by a perfect) 
our Lord’s and of His Christ (no supply, 
such as “ the Kingdom,” is required: nor 
is this the case even in the rec. text. The 

en. in both cases is one merely of posses- 
sion), and He (no emphasis on He, as we 
are almost sure to lay on it, perhaps from 
the accent unavoidable in the Hallelujah 
Chorus of Handel) shall reign to the ages 
of the ages (this announcement necessarily 
belongs to the time close on the millennial 
reign: and this is no more than we might 
expect from the declaration of the strong 
angel in ch. x. 7). And the twenty-four 
elders (representing the church in glory) 
which before God sat upon their thrones, 
fell upon their faces, and worshipped 
God, saying, We give thanks to Thee, 
O Lord God the Almighty (this ascrip- 
tion of thanks is the return for the an- 
swer to the prayers of the saints fur- 


ins o bef ev rw ovpavw AC f g m 38 Andr-coisl Vict: om B rel 


nished by the judgments of the trum- 
pets), who art and wast (for construction, 
see reff.), because Thou hast taken Thy 
great might and hast reigned (on the 
aor., see above). And the nations were 
angry (see Ps. xcviii. in reff.), and Thine 
anger came, and the time of the dead, 
to be judged (another indication that the 
end is at hand when these words are 
spoken), and [the time] to give their 
reward to Thy servants the prophets (sce 
especially ref. Matt., to which reference 
seems to be made), and to the saints, and 
to them that fear Thy name, the small 
and the great (the three terms together 
include the whole church), and to destroy 
the destroyers of (so is the pres. part. 
best rendered) the earth (all this looks 
onward to judgments and acts of God yet 
to come when the words are spoken. The 
thanksgiving is not that God hath done 
all this, but that the hour is come for it 
all to take place. Before it does, another 
important series of visions has to be un- 


666 
1 Heb. ix. 4. 
Exop. xxxi, 


\ > » Q \ om \ \ om \ 
Sau doth kat ™ éyévovto ™aoToaTrat Kal gwvat Kal Poovrat [Kat 


passim. 


ANOKAAYWVIS IQANNOY. 


&On n KtBwroc rnc | StaOnkne avrov ev TH vaw avTov, 


\ 


xiB., Matt. getomoc | Kat ™ xarala peyadn. 


xxiv. 38 | L. 
Heb. xi. 7. 
1 Pet. iii. 20 
only. 
m so ch. Mae 


5 ea - 7 A Vo cat cod > A , > 
Exov.xix.16. 1 poSwy auTNC, Kal ET THC Kepadnc auTng oTépavog acré- 


n ch. viii. 7. 
xvi. 21 (bis) NY ss 
only. Exod. owv WOEKa, 
° ater 3. ch. xv.1. Matt. xxiv. 30, Luke xxi. 11, 25. 
11. Heb. ii. 8, from Ps. viii.6. t7-., ch. vi. 9 reff. 


2 


19. 1 Thess. v. 8only. Exod, xxi.22, 9 Kings xi.5. y-, Lukei.3l. Tit. i. 12 only. 


19, 27 only. Isa. xxvi. 18. 


Andr Areth Primas. 


XII. ! Kat ° onuciov péya woOn ev Tw) ovpavy, yun 
ef ‘ € e a 
P reo 3e(Anuévn Tov yAtov, Kat n ocAnvyn TuToKaTW Tw 


for wOn, 6d00n C. 


\ 


/ 


» ’ , ANU 
kat * éy yaorpl * €yovea [cai] koaZe * wol- 


p ch. vii. 9. q Matt. xxii. 44. Mark vi. 
r Matt. i. 18, 23 (from Isa. vii. 14 F). xxiv. 
s Gal. iv. 


for 1st avrov, [rou] evprov B rel 


Andr-p Areth Vict (: om rov B1 40. 90 B'): rov Qeov b and some vss: om vulg-ms 


copt Primas Haymo: txt AC g mn 17!. 34-5-6 vulg syr-dd Andr. 


om Kat cEropog 


B rel Areth: ins AC gn 17!-8-9. 33(-5-6, e sil)-8. 49-corr! vss Andr Primas, kat 


cevopor m 34, 


Cuap. XII. 1. for repiBeBrnpevy, wepeBeTopevn A. 


folded). 19.] Concluding, and tran- 
sitional. And the temple of God was 
opened in the heaven (or, according to 
the apparently grammatical correction of 
AC, “the temple of God which was in the 
heaven was opened”), and the ark of 
His covenant was seen in His temple 
(the episode of ch. xi. 1 ff. began with 
measuring the temple of God, the shadow 
of things in the heavens: and now, when 
the time is come for the judgments there 
indicated to be fulfilled, that temple itself 
in the heavens is laid open. The ark of 
the Covenant is seen, the symbol of God’s 
faithfulness in bestowing grace on His 
people, and inflicting vengeance on His 
people’s enemies. This is evidently a 
solemn and befitting inauguration of 
God’s final judgments, as it is a conclusion 
of the series pointed out by the trumpets, 
which have been inflicted in answer to the 
prayers of His saints. It is from this 
temple that the judgments proceed forth 
[ef. ch. xiv. 15, 17, xv. 5 ff, xvi. 17); 
from His inmost and holiest place that 
those acts of vengeance are wrought 
which the great multitude in heaven 
recognize as faithful and true, ch. xix. 2. 
The symbolism of this verse, the opening 
for the first time of the heavenly temple, 
also indicates of what nature the succeed- 
ing visions are to be: that they will re- 
late to God’s covenant people and His 
dealings with them): and there were 
lightnings and voices and thunderings 
and a great hail (the solemn salvos, so to 
speak, of the artillery of heaven, with 
which each series of visions is concluded : 
see this commented on above at the be- 
ginning of this section). 


om 7 1. Sexadvo 1. 


Cuap. XII. 1—17.] Tur VISION oF 
THE WOMAN AND THE GREAT RED DRa- 
Gon. On the nature of this vision, as in- 
troductory of the whole imagery of the 
latter part of the Apocalypse, I have already 
remarked at ch. xi. It is only needful 
now to add, that the principal details of 
the present section are rather descriptive 
than strictly prophetical: relating, just as 
in the prophets the descriptions of Israel 
and Judah, to things passed and passing, 
and serving for the purpose of full identifi- 
cation and of giving completeness to the 
whole vision. And a great (important in 
its meaning, as well as vast in its appear- 
ance) sign (ompetov, one of those appear- 
ances by which God éoyjpavev to John the 
revelations of this book, ch. i. 1) was seen 
in heaven (heaven here is manifestly not 
only the show-place of the visions as seen 
by the Seer, but has a substantial place 
in the vision: for below, ver. 7 ff., we 
have the heaven contrasted with the earth, 
and the dragon cast out of heaven into the 
earth. See more there), a woman clothed 
with the sun, and the moon (1) ceAjvn = 
éxovoa tTHv ceXnvnv) beneath her feet 
(see Cant. vi. 10, which seems to be borne 
in mind), and on her head a crown of 
twelve stars (the whole symbolism points 
to the Church, the bride of God: and of 
course, from the circumstances afterwards 
related, the O. T. church, at least at this 
beginning of the vision. That the blessed 
Virgin cannot be intended, is plain from 
the subsequent details, and was recognized 
by the early expositors. The crown of 
twelve stars représents the Patriarchs. 
Victorinus’s comment is worth quoting’: 
“Mulier ... . antiqua Ecclesia est patrum 
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z ch. ix. 10 (bis), 19 (bis) only. Job xl. 17. a John xxi. 8. Acts viii. 3. xiv. 19. xvii.6 only. 2 Kings 
xvii. 13, “4 b ch. viii. 5 reff. ¢ ch. x. 9 reff. . dMatt. xix. 4 || Mk. Luke ii ds, Ron, 
1.27. Gal. iii. 28 only. Isa. lxvi.7. Jer. xx. 15. e ch. ii. 27. xix. 15. Psa. ii. 9. 


2. rec om 2nd cat, with B rel: ins after eoafe A: ins aft eyouoa C g. for 
kpaZet, ecpatev C rel vulg Andr Areth Primas: exopatev Be fk 1m 9. 26. 30-3-4-5-7, 
= Andr Areth Primas: xpage 36: txt A g 17! am(with demid al) copt Hippol 

ethod. ; 

3. rec peyac bef zuoooc, with A g h m n 1. 10-7. 36 (37. 49 Br,e sil) vulg: txt 
C 8 rel syr-dd copt Method Andr Areth Primas.—zupoc C B rel 1 copt Andr-coisl : 
txt A h 10. 13. 27. 30-3-5-6-8. 40?-7-8-9. 51 Brvulg Method Andr(but not comm) 
Areth Primas. for avrov, aurwy A. rec dtadnpara bef exra, with (none 
of our mss) vulg-ed Primas: txt AC 8B rel am(with fuld &c) Method Andr Areth.— 
om extra 1. 

4. om avrov 1. aorpwy and eornke C. om Tov ovpavov 1. gayn 1. 

5. rec (for apcev) appeva, with B(apeva) rel 1 Hippol Method: txt AC, apoeva g. 


et prophetarum et sanctorum apostolorum, sented by the beast. At the same time, 


que gemitus et tormenta habuit desiderii 
sui usque quo fructum ex plebe'sua secun- 
dum carnem olim promissum sibi videret 
Christum ex ipsa gente corpus sumpsisse. 
.... Corona stellarum duodecim chorum 
patrum significat secundum carnem nativi- 
tatis, ex quibus erat Christus €arnem sump- 
turus”), and [she is] (or, being) with 
child [and] crieth out in pangs and tor- 
mented to bring forth (the inf. rexciv, 
of that which would be the result of the 
BacavifeoOat, has.a parallel in Acts vii. 
19, éxadkwoev Tov woty, and in 
other places, see Winer, edn. 6, p. 291, 
§ 44. 4, but not without the art.). And 
another sign was seen in heaven: and 
behold, a great red dragon (interpreted 
below, ver. 9, to be the devil, the ancient 
serpent : see also vv. 13, 15. He is mup- 
6é¢ perhaps for the combined reasons, of 
the wasting properties of fire, and the red- 
ness of blood: “rufus, ut homicida,” as 
the gloss. interl. : see John viii. 44), hav- 
ing seven heads and ten horns, and upon 
his heads seven diadems (the Dragon being 
the devil, these symbolic features must be 
interpreted of the assuming by him of some 
of those details in the form of the beast in 
ch. xiii. 1 ff., to whom afterwards he gives 
his power and his: throne: in other words, 
as indicating that he lays wait for the 
woman’s oftspring in the form of that anti- 
christian power which is afterwards repre- 


the seven crowned heads may possess an 
appropriateness of their own, belonging as 
they do to the dragon alone [the beast has 
the crowns on his /orns, ch. xiii.1]. They 
may represent, as he is Prince of this world, 
universality of earthly dominion. The ten 
horns belong to the fourth beast of Daniel, 
vii. 7, 20). And his tail draggeth down 
the third part of the stars of the heaven, 
and cast them to the earth (so the little 
horn in Dan. viii. 10, “ cast down some of 
the host and of the stars to the ground, 
and stamped upon them.” The allusion 
here may be as Areth. in Catena, cvycar- 
éBare yap éauTy mAciorwy ayyédwy pot- 
pay ouvaroorijoa mEloaga Tov Geod, Kai 
ametoinke xGoviovg Tode ovpaviouc, Kai 
oKoToc Tovg Aapmpode we aorépgag. The 
magnitude and fury of the dragon are gra- 
phically given by the fact of its tail, in its 
lashing backwards and forwards in fury, 
sweeping down the stars of heaven). And 
the dragon stands (not “ stood.’ ‘The 
Commentators cite from Pliny H. N. viii. 
3 of the dragon, “Nec flexu multiplici ut 
reliquee serpentes corpus impellit, sed celsus 
et erectus in medio incedens’’) before the 
woman which is about to bear, that when 
she has borne he may devour her child 
(this was what the devil instigated Herod 
the Great to do, who was the dependant 
of the Roman Empire. But doubtless 
the reference is wider than this: even to 
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noraxOn B: notayn bce gh 10. 37. 47-9 Br Hippol Method. 


rec om 2nd mpog, with 1. 17. 33(-5-6, e sil) Andr-a: ins AC B rel vss Method 


Andr Areth Primas. 


6. rec om Ist exet, with C f 1. 36-8: ins A Brel Method Andr Areth.—rozoy bef 


exee 47 Hippol. 
(49. 51 Br, 


for azo, vro B rel Method Andr Areth: txt AC g h 10-7-8 
e sil) Hippol Andr-a!. (d def.) 


om rov 10 Br. for Tpepworr, 


exrorp. Brel Method Areth: txt AC e f g m n 1. 34-6-8. 51 (49. 90, e sil) Hippol 


Method Andr, 


the whole course of hostility against the 


Lord during His humiliation: see below), 
And she bore a male (if dpcev is neuter, 
and not to be written dpcey’, the expres- 
sion is a solecism, or rather a combina- 
tion of genders, dosev going back from 
the masculine individual vioy to the neuter 
of the genus. It is worth notice that in 
ref. Jer., one MS. [xii.-corr. in Holmes 
and Parsons] reads viow dpcev) son, who 
shall rule (lit. shepherd, i. e. order and 
guide) all the nations with (év of in- 
vestiture, very nearly expressed by our 
instrumental “ with,” which in its primi- 
tive meaning does but signify acecompani- 
ment) a rod of iron (these words, cited 
verbatim from the LXX of the Messianic 
Psalm ii., and preceded by the é¢ of per- 
sonal identification, leave no possibility of 
doubt, who is here intended. The man- 
child is the Lord Jesus Christ, and none 
other. And this result is a most im- 
portant one for the fixity of reference of 
the whole prophecy. It forms one of 
those landmarks by which the legitimacy 
of various interpretations may be tested ; 
and of which we may say, notwithstanding 
the contradiction sure to be given to the 
saying, that every interpretation which 
oversteps their measure is thereby con- 
victed of error. Again, the exigencies of 
this passage require that the birth should 
be understood literally and historically, of 
that Birth of which all Christians know. 
All attempts to evade this, such as Mr. 

liott’s_ concessiye one here, of the re: 
cognition of the Divinity of Christ, vol. iii. 
p. 23, must also be set aside): and her 
child was caught up to God and to His 
throne (i.e. after a conflict with the Prince 
of this world, who came and tried Him but 
found nothing in Him, the Son of the 
woman was taken up to heaven and sat on 


the right hand of God. Words can hardly 
be plainer than these. It surely is but 
needful to set against them, thus under- 


stood, the interpretation which would 19~" 


ard them as ed by the “ might. issue 
6 rie ae tated birth of a son of the 
church, a baptized emperor, to political 
whe. in the Roman empire,” “united 


ith the solemn public profession of the 


divinity of the Son ofman.” Elliott, iii. 24). 
And the woman fled into ae witeree, 


where she hath there a place prepared 
from (the source of the preparation being 
His command: see reff., and Winer, edn. 6, 
p- 331 f., § 47 b) God, that they (the sub- 
ject to the verb is left indefinite. In ver. 
14 below, it is simply passive, d7rou rpéde- 
rat éxei) may nourish her there for a 
thousand two hundred and sixty days 
(the whole of this verse is anticipatory : 
the same incident being repeated with its 
details and in its own place in the order 
of the narrative below, vv. 13 ff. See 
there the comment and interpretation. 
The fact of its being here inserted by 
anticipation is very instructive as to that 
which now next follows, as not being con- 
secutive in time after the flight of the 
woman, but occurring before it, and in 
fact referred to now in the prophecy as 
leading to that pursuit of the woman by 
the dragon, which led to it). 7 ff] 
And there was war in heaven (we now 
enter upon a mysterious series of events 
in the world of spirits, with regard to 
which merely fragmentary hints are given 
us in the Scriptures. In the O. T. we 
find the adversary Satan in heaven. In 
Job i., ii., he appears before God as the 
Tempter of His saints: in Zech. iii. we 
have him accusing Joshua the High-priest 
in God’s presence. Again our Lord in 
Luke x. 18 exclaims, “I beheld Satan as 
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xxiv.14. Acts xi.28. Isa. xiv. 26. oik., = Lukeii.l. Acts xix. 27. 


7. aft o ins re A, et Michael et collegium angelorwm syr-dd. 
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AN. ii. 35 
Theod. see 
Luke ii. 7. 
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t ch. ii. 20 reff. 


rec (for rou 7rods- 


pnoa) ewokepnoay, with (none of our mss) vulg Areth Jer: txt AC B rel 4 syr-dd 


Andr Primas Cassiod.—om rov B rel 1 Andr: ins AC gh 10-7. 36-9. 49 Br. 


rec 


(for pera) kara, with b 1. 33-4, adversus Ambrst: txt AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff. 
8. io voav A rel copt Andr-coisl Vict Cassiod ; teyvoy Bf 38'(appy): txt C g n 


17. 33 (35-6. 40, e sil) vulg syr-dd. 
rel Andr Areth. 


rec ovte, with 1. 17 (33 to 36?): txt AC B 
for avtwy, avrw rel copt Cassiod: avrow 17.36: txt AC B 


f gn 38. 51 vulg syr-dd Andr Areth Vict Primas Jer. 


9. om o (bef ogzc) 1. 
33 (30-5-6, e sil) Andr-p. 


lightning fall from heaven,” where see 
note. Cf. also John xii. 31. So that this 
casting down of Satan from the office of 
accuser in heaven was evidently connected 
with the great justifying work of redemp- 
tion. His voice is heard before God no 
more: the day of acceptance in Christ 
Jesus has dawned. And his angels, those 
rebel spirits whom he led away, are cast 
down with him, into the earth, where now 
the conflict is waging during the short 
time which shall elapse between the As- 
cension and the second Advent, when he 
shall be bound, All this harmonizes to- 
gether: and though we know no more of 
the matter, we have at least this sign that 
our knowledge, as far as it goes, is sound, 
—that the few hints given us do not, 
when thus interpreted, contradict one 
another, but agree as portions of one 
whole. The war here spoken of ap- 
ears in some of its features in the book 
of Daniel, ch. x. 13, 21, xii. 1. In Jude 
9 also we find Michael the adversary of 
the devil in the matter of the saints of 
God) : Michael (“ one of the chief princes,” 
Dan. x. 13: “your prince,” i. e. of the 
Jewish nation, ib. ver. 21: “the great 
prince which standeth for the children of 
thy people,” ib. xii. 1: “the archangel,” 
Jude 9: not to be identified with Christ, 
any more than any other of the great 
angels in this book. Such identification 
here would confuse hopelessly the actors 
in this heavenly scene. Satan’s being 
cast out of heaven to the earth is the 
result not of his contest with the Lord 
Himself, of which it is only an incident 


om 6 (bef saravac) B rel Andr Areth: ins AC ¢ 17-8. 
om per’ avrov 1. 


leading to a new phase, but of the ap- » 
pointed conflict with his faithful fellow- 
angels led on by the archangel Michael. 
The ot dyyeAot atbrod in both cases re- 
quires a nearer correspondence in the two 
chiefs than is found between Satan and 
the Son of God) and his angels to war 
(the construction is remarkable, but may 
easily be explained as one compounded of 
Tov Tov M. kai rode ayy. avrov ToXe- 
pijoa, in which case the roi depends on 
the éyévero, as in ref., and 6 M. Kai ot 
ayy. abrov ézodtpnoayv. In the next 
clause, it passes into this latter) with the 
dragon, and the dragon warred and his 
angels, and [they] (or, he: the reading 
-oay is doubtful) prevailed not, nor was 
even (ovdé brings in a climax) their place 
found any more in heaven. And the 
great dragon was cast down, the ancient 
serpent (in allusion to the history in Gen. 
iii, Remember also that St. John had 
related the saying of our Lord, that the 
devil was avOowrokrdvog &m’ apyjs), he 
who is called the devil and Satan, he 
who deceiveth the whole inhabited world, 
was cast to the earth, and his angels 
were cast with him (I would appeal in 
passing to the solemnity of the terms here 
used, and the particularity of the designa- 
tion, and ask whether it is possible to 
understand this of the mere casting down 
of paganism from the throne of the Roman 
empire ? whether the words themselves do 
not vindicate their plain literal sense, as 
further illustrated by the song of rejoicing 
which follows?). And I heard a great 
voice in heaven (proceeding apparently 
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i John only. 
ch. vii. 15 reff. 
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ch, viii. 13 
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k = Acts xix. 28 al. Jer, xliii. (xxxvi.) 7. 


ev aurotc ‘ oxnvourrec” j ovat m™v yay Kat wav badascav, 
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for yotorou, cuptov C. 
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Areth. om. from 6 to 6 1. 
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Andry. om last nuwy 1. 


lL. for rov Noyow rn¢ papruptac, THY LapTUgLaY C. 
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e sil) Andr. 
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from the elders, representing the church 
{ef. rHv adetoav nuwy]: but it is left 
uncertain) saying, Now is come (it: is im- 
possible in English to jom to a particle of 
present time, such as dor, a verb in 
aoristic time. We are driven to the per- 
fect in such cases) the salvation and 
the might and the Kingdom of our God 
and the power of His Christ (i. e. the 
realization of all these: 1) owrnpia rod 
Oeov Hv being, as so often, that salvation 
which belongs to God as its Author: see 
reff. and cf. Luke iii. 6): because the 
accuser (katyywp. This form, instead of 
karnhyopoc, is rabbinical, 2p. They had 
also a corresponding term, 22D, cuvipywo, 
= ovynyopoc, to designate Michael, the 
advocate of God’s people. See Schéttgen, 
vol. i. p. 1119 ff., where he accumulates 
extracts of some interest from the rabbi- 
nical books) of our brethren is cast down, 
who accuseth (the pres. part. of the usual 
habit, though that his office was now at an 
end) them before our God by day and by 
night (see, as above, the passage cited in 
Schéttgen). And they conquered him on 
account of the blood of the Lamb (i.e. by 
virtue of that blood having been shed : 
not as in E. V., “dy the blood,” as if dua 
had been with the genitive. The meaning 
is far more significant ; their victory over 


kataccnvouvrec C: warowkouvrec c e@ k 26. 30. 
ins row carotcovovy, with (87. 40-1-2 ?) Andr-a(and comm) : 
om.AC.B rel vss Andr Areth lat-ff—ry yn x. Tn Qadacon B rel Andr Areth 


rec aft ovat 
so 1, but with de written 


ins o bef exwy 41. 


Satan was grounded in, was a consequence 
of, His having shed his precious blood: 
without ‘that, the adversary’s charges 
against them would have been unanswer- 
able. It is remarkable, that the rabbinical 
books give a tradition that Satan accuses 
men all the days of the year, except on the 
Day of Atonement. Vajikra Rabba, § 21, 
fol. 164. 3, in Schéttgen) and on account 
of the word of their testimony (the strict 
sense of dut with an accus. must again be 
kept. It is because they have given a faith- 
ful testimony, even unto death, that they 
are victorious : this is their part, their appro- 
priation of and standing in the virtue of 
that blood of the Lamb. Without both 
these, victory would not have been theirs: 
both together form its ground): and they 
loved not their life unto death (i. e. they 
carried their not-love of their life even unto 
death: see reff.). For this cause (viz., 
because the dragon is cast down: as is 
shewn by the contrast below) rejoice, ye 
heavens and they that dwell (there is no 
sense of transitoriness in St. John’s use of 
oxnvow: rather, one of repose and tran- 
quillity [reff.]) in them. ‘Woe to the 
earth and the sea (the construction is'a 
combination of the usual accus. in exclama- 
tions, with ovai, which takes a dative), 
because the devil is come down (see 
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above on dort éyévero, ver. 10, on the 
impossibility of expressing the aor. in such 
connexions) to you (the earth and sea) 
having great wrath (the enmity, which 
was manifested as his natural state towards 
Christ, ver. 4, being now kindled into 
wrath), because he knoweth (so E. V., 
rightly, the participle carrying with it this 
ratiocinative force) that he hath but (in 
our language this “but” is necessary to 
shew that it is not the yew but the édAtyov 
which excites his wrath. In Greek this is 
made clear by the position of édiyov) a 
short season (i.e. because the Lord cometh 
quickly, and then the period of his active 
hostility against the church and the race 
whom Christ has redeemed will be at an 
end: he will be bound and cast into the 
pit. Until then, he is carrying it on, in 
ways which the prophecy goes on to detail). 
And when the dragon saw that he was 
cast down to the earth, he persecuted 
the woman which brought forth the 
male child (the narrative at ver. 6 is again 
taken up and given more in detail. There, 
the reason of the woman’s flight is matter 
of inference: here, it is plainly expressed, 
and the manner of the flight also is related. 
érexev is not to be taken as pluperfect, 
still less as pointing to what was yet to 
take place ; but is the simple historic tense, 
used for identification in again taking up 
the narrative). And there were given (in 
the usual apocalyptic sense of do0ijvar, to 
be granted by God for His purposes) to 
the woman the two wings of the great 
eagle (the figure is taken from O. T. 
expressions used by God in reference to 
the flight of Israel from Egypt. The most 
‘yemarkable of these is in ref. Exod., av- 
éXaBov tpae wceiéwi Trepdywr aero Kai 
mpocnyayspny vac moog tuavroy. So 


also in ref. Deut. But the articles are not 
to be taken as identifying the eagle with 
the figure used in those places, which 
would be most unnatural: much less must 
they, with Ebrard, be supposed to identify 
this eagle with that in ch. viii. 18, with 
which it has no connexion. The articles 
are simply generic, as in 6 «ooKdderdog 
6 xeocaioc, Levit. xi. 29. With these 
O. T. references before us, we can hardly 
be justified in pressing the figure of the 
eagle’s wings to an interpretation in the 
fulfilment of the prophecy, or in making 
it mean that the flight took place under 
the protection of the Roman eagles, as 
some have done), that she might fly into 
the wilderness (the flight of Israel out of 
Egypt is still borne in mind) to her place 
(prepared of God, ver. 6: so also in Exod. 
xxiii. 20, Orwe eicayayy of sic THY yHV 
Nv 2)Toipaca oor), where she is nourished 
[there] (as God nourished Israel with 
manna in the wilderness, see Deut. viii. 3, 
16, where WwpiZey is used) a time and 
times and half a time (i.e. 34 years = 
42 months, ch. xi. 2 = 1260 days, ver. 6 
and ch, xi. 3) from the face of the serpent 
(a1ré must not be joined, as some texts are 
punctuated, with wéryrat, but belongs, as 
in ref., pvyey ... wal @enoey tei ard 
moocwrrov 'A., to the last verb, rpéperac: 
importing, “safe from,’ “far from,” 
“hidden from’). And the serpent cast 
out of his mouth after the woman water 
as a river, that he might make her to be 
borne away by the river. And the earth 
helped the woman, and the earth opened 
her mouth (reff.) and swallowed down 
the river which the dragon cast out of 
his mouth (in passing to the interpretation, 
we cannot help being struck with the con- 
tinued analogy between this prophecy and 
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the history of the Exodus, There we have 
the flight into the wilderness, there the 
feeding in the wilderness, as already re- 
marked: there again the forty-two stations, 
corresponding to the forty-two months of 
the three years and half of this prophecy : 
there too the miraculous passage of the 
RedSea, not indeed in strict correspondence 
with this last feature, but at least sugges- 
tive of it. These analogies themselves sug- 
gest caution in the application of the words 
of the prophecy; and in this direction. 
The church in the wilderness of old was 
not, as some expositors would represent 
this woman, the pure church of God: His 
veritable servants were hidden in the midst 
of that church, as much as that church 
itself was withdrawn from the enmity of 
Pharaoh. And, it is to be noted, it was 
that very church herself which afterwards, 
when seated at Jerusalem, forsook her Lord 
and Husband, and committed adultery with 
the kings of the earth, and became drunk 
with the blood of the saints. It would 
seem then that we must not understand 
the woman of the invisible spiritual church 
of Christ, nor her flight into the wilderness 
of the withdrawal of God’s true servants 
from the eyes of the world. They indeed 
have been just as much withdrawn from 
the eyes of the world at all times, and will 
continue so till the great manifestation of 
the sons of God. I own that, considering 
the analogies and the language used, I am 
much more disposed to interpret the per- 
secution of the woman by the dragon of 
the various persecutions by Jews which fol- 
lowed the Ascension, and her flight into 
the wilderness of the gradual withdrawal of 
the church and her agency from Jerusalem 
and Judea, finally consummated by the 
flight to the mountains on the approaching 
siege, commanded by our Lord Himself. 
And then the river which the dragon sent 
out of his mouth after the woman might 
be variously understood,—of the Roman 
armies which threatened to sweep away 
Christianity in the wreck of the Jewish 
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nation,—or of the persecutions which fol- 
lowed the church into her retreats, but 
eventually became absorbed by the civil 
power turning Christian,—or of the Jewish 
nation itself, banded together against Chris- 
tianity wherever it appeared, but eventually 
itself becoming powerless against it by its 
dispersion and ruin, or again, of the influx 
of heretical opinions from the Pagan philo- 
sophies which tended to swamp the true 
faith. I confess that not one of these 
seems to me satisfactorily to answer the 
conditions: nor do we gain any thing by 
their combination. But any thing within 
reasonable regard for the analogies and 
symbolism of the text seems better than 
the now too commonly received historical 
interpretation, with its wild fancies and 
arbitrary assignment of words and figures. 
As to the time indicated by the 1260 days 
or 34 years, the interpretations given have 
not been convincing, nor even specious. 
We may observe thus much in this place : 
that if we regard this prophecy as includ- 
ing long historic periods, we are driven to 
one of two resources with regard to these 
numbers : either we must adopt the year- 
day theory [that which reckons a day for 
a year, and consequently a month for 
thirty years,—and should reckon a year 
for 360 years], or we must believe the 
numbers to have merely a symbolical and 
mystical, not a chronological force. If 
[and this second alternative is best stated 
in an inverse form] we regard the periods 
mentioned as to be literally accepted, then 
the prophecy cannot refer to long historic 
periods, but must be limited to a succes- 
sion of incidents concentrated in one place 
and lustrum either in the far past or in 
the far future. Of all prophecies about 
which these questions can be raised, the 
present is the one which least satisfactorily 
admits of such literal interpretation and 
its consequences. Its actors, the woman 
and the dragon, are beyond all controversy 
mystical personages: one of them is ex- 
pressly interpreted for us to be the devil: 
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respecting the other there can be little 
doubt that she is the Church of God: her 
seed being, as expressly interpreted to be, 
God’s Christian people. The conflict then 
is that between Satan and the church. 
Its first great incident is the birth and 
triumph of the Son of God and of man. 
Is it likely that a few days or years will 
limit the duration of a prophecy confes- 
sedly of such wide import? I own it 
seems to me that this vision, even if it 
stood alone, is decisive against the literal 
acceptation of the stated periods. Reject- 
ing that, how do we stand with regard to 
the other alternative in its two forms ? 
Granting for the moment the year-day 
principle, will it help us here? If we 
take the flight into the wilderness as hap- 
pening at any time between the Ascension, 
A.D. 30, and the destruction of Jerusalem, 
A.D. 70, 1260 years will bring us to some 
time between a.D. 1290 and 1330: a 
period during which no event can be 
pointed out as putting an end to the wil- 
derness-state of the church. If again we 
enlarge our limit for the former event, 
and bring it down as late as Elliott does, 
i. e. to the period between the fourth and 
seventh centuries, we fall into all the dif- 
ficulties which beset his most unsatisfac- 
tory explanation of the man-child and his 
being caught up to God’s throne, and be- 
sides into this one: that if the occultation 
of true religion [= the condition of the 
invisible Church] was the beginning of 
the wilderness-state, then either the open 
establishment of the Protestant churches 
was the end of the wilderness-state of 
concealment, or those churches are no true 
churches: either of which alternatives 
would hardly be allowed by that author. 
And if on the other hand we desert the 
year-day principle, and say that these 
defined and constantly recurring periods 
are not to be pressed, but indicate only 
long spaces of time thus pointed out mys- 
tically or analogically, we seem to incur 
danger of missing the prophetic sense, and 
leaving unfixed that which apparently the 
Spirit of God intended us to ascertain). 


And the dragon was wroth at the woman 
(on ézé with a dat. as applied to the object 
of mental affections, see ch. xi. 10, note) 
and departed (from his pursuit of her) to 
make war with the rest of her seed, who 
keep the commandments of God and have 
the testimony of Jesus (tiv papt. “Inood 
as in ch. vi. 9: see note there. Notice as 
important elements for the interpretation, 
1) that the woman has seed besides the 
Man-child who was caught up to God’s 
threne [for this is the reference of rév 
Aotzwyv |, who are not only distinct from 
herself, but who do not accompany her in 
her flight’ into the wilderness: 2) that 
those persons are described as being they 
who keep the commandments of God and 
have the testimony of Jesus: 3) that 
during the woman’s time of her being fed 
in the wilderness, the dragon is making 
war, not against her, but against this 
remnant of her seed: 4) that by the form 
of expression here, these present partici- 
ples descriptive of habit, and occurring at 
the breaking off of the vision as regards 
the general description of the dragon’s 
agency, it is almost necessarily implied, 
that the woman, while hidden in the wil- 
derness from the dragon’s wrath, goes on 
bringing forth sons and daughters thus 
described. If I mistake not, the 
above considerations are fatal to the view 
which makes the flight of the woman into 
the wilderness consist in the withdrawal 
of God’s true servants from the world and 
from open recognition. For thus she 
must be identical with this remnant of 
her seed, and would herself be the object 
of the dragon’s hostile warfare, at the 
very time when, by the terms of the pro- 
phecy, she is safely hidden from it. I 
own that I have been led by these circum- 
stances to think whether after all the 
woman may represent, not the invisible 
church of God’s true people which under 
all conditions of the world must be known 
only to Him, but the true visible Church : 
that Church which in its divinely pre- 
scribed form as existing at Jerusalem was 
the mother of our Lord according to the 


674 ATIOKAAYVIZ IQANNOY. KITA TSS 


» a , 
a a ong 18 Kal éoraOny tml orn ® aupov tic Oadacocne, : 
iveiet XIII. ! cai eidov ex TNC Oadacone Onpiov avaBatvov, 4 
xi. c 


h 
xx, 8 only. T _ Tl T € drwy 
heen eXov Kéoa a dtKka Kat ‘kepadag € € a, Kal etl ei K a 


h Dax, v7. avrov Oéka ‘ouadnuata, Kat emt rac Kepahde avrod te ity 
ich, xii. 3 re \ -1-2. 
jeh.xvii.8. ara ’ Pracgnpiac. 2 Kat 70 Onotov 6 eioov 7 Ww Opotov 1 oa 


ovo- 


k here only, 


i i 
Tiere Sal. * wapdahet, kat ol TOOEC avroo we apkou, kai TO ropa 
AN. Vil. 5. 
%epnos, avTov we oropa AgovTos. Kat eoweev autre 0 Spacey TV 


Ma ee ou i Gel v \ Qv0 ey ay 
Me, “A108 uvvamly avTou Kal TOV ovoy avrov Kal é€ovolay peyaAny. 
18. eoram AC m vulg syr-dd th arm Vict Tich: txt BX rel 1 copt Andr Areth. 


Cuap. XIIL 1. wor AC wf 1 33-6. eyov, and om Kepara deca cat, 1. rec 
transp cegadag exra and Kepara deca, with 40 (e sil): txt AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff. 
rec (for ovopara) ovopa, with C g 1 (n 37, e sil) copt Andr Primas: txt A B rel vulg 
(with am &e, agst demid fuld lips-4 tol) copt Andr Primas. 


2. Woy AC Bf, (simly elsw.) om. ny 1. rec aoxrov, with b? eg hk m! 
10-7-9. 302-3. 42? (26-7. 35-7. 41-7. 90 Br, e sil) Andr-a?-p Areth: txt AC B 1 rel 
Andr. aft peyadny ins edwkev aurw A?, 


flesh, and which continued as established are found also in the fourth beast of 
by our Lord and His Apostles,in unbroken Daniel, vii. 7) and seven heads, and upon 
unity during the first centuries, but which his horns ten diadems, and upon his 
as time went on was broken up by evil heads (notice the gen. émi rHyv Kepdrwy 
men and evil doctrines, and has remained, and the accus. émi rac xepadac: the 
unseen, unrealized, her unity an article of reason being probably, that the crowns 
faith, not of sight, but still multiplying are simply spoken of as in position on the | 
her seed, those who keep the command- horns, whereas the names were inscribed 
ments of God and have the testimony of on the heads, and the preposition takes 
Jesus, in various sects and distant coun- the tinge of motion belonging to the act 
tries, waiting the day for her comely order of inscription) names of blasphemy (whe- 
and oneness again to be manifested—the ther we read plural or singular, the mean- 
day when she shall “come up out of the ing will be the same—on each head a 
wilderness, leaning on her Beloved: name. The heads are [see for the inter- 
when our Lord’s prayer for the unity of pretation ch. xvii. 9, 10, where it is given 
His being accomplished, the world shall by the angel] Kings, in the widest accep- 
believe that the Father has sent Him. If tation of the word ; Kings, as representing 
we are disposed to carry out this idea, we their kingdoms; not necessarily individual 
might see’ the great realization of the Kings (see as above) :—the name or names 
flight into the wilderness in the final seve- of blasphemy, the divine titles given to 
rance of the Eastern and Western churches those Kings, “ Lord of the whole earth,” 
in the seventh century, and the flood cast and the like: in the Roman form, “ Deus” 
after the woman by the dragon in the ir- or “ Divus.” Hereafter, when the great 
ruption of the Mahometan armies. But harlot succeeds to the character and sym- 
this, though not less satisfactory than the bolic details of the beast, this is carried yet 
other interpretations, is as unsatisfactory. further). And the beast which I saw was 
The latter part of the vision yet waits its like to a leopard, and its feet as of a bear, 
«clearing up). and its mouth as the mouth of a lion 
XII. 18—XTII. 10.] Tue viston or (thus uniting in itself the three previous 
THE Beast THAT CAME UP OUT OF kingdoms of Dan. vii. 4 ff, the first of 
THE SEA. See Dan. vii. 7, 8, 19—27, to which was like a lion, the second like a 
which continual reference will be made in bear, the third like a leopard; and in 
the Commentary. And I stood (see var. consequence representing, not the Roman 
readd.) upon the sand of the sea (see Dan. Empire merely, but the aggregate of the |, 
vii. 2, where the four winds of heaven Empires of this world as opposed to Christ — 
are striving upon the great sea); and I and His kingdom). And the dragon gave 
saw out of the sea a wild beast coming to it his might and his throne and great 
up, having ten horns (now put first, be- power (i. e. this beast, this earthly perse- 
cause they are crowned. The ten horns cuting power, was the vicegerent and in- 
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strument of the devil, the prince of this 
world, and used by him for his purposes of 
hostility against the remnant of the seed 
of the woman). And [I saw] one among 
his heads as it were wounded unto death 
(this seems to represent the Roman pagan 
Empire, which having long been a head of 
the beast, was crushed and to all appear- 
ance exterminated), and the stroke of its 
death was healed (in the establishment of 
the Christian Roman Empire. The period 
now treated of is the same, introduced here 
by anticipation, but hereafter to be de- 
scribed in detail, as that during which 
the woman sits on the beast and guides it. 
Very many Commentators have explained 
these seven heads as individual kings, and 
supposed the one who was wounded to 
death to be Nero, and these last words to 
allude to the idea that Nero would return 
from the dead and become antichrist. But 
this idea was certainly not prevalent in 
this form at the time when the Apocalypse 
was written. Tacitus merely relates, that 
there were many rumours about Nero’s 
death, ‘‘eoque pluribus vivere eum fingen- 
tibus credentibusque,” Hist. ii.8, and that 
on the strength of this, a Pseudo-Nero 
arose in the Hast, Hist. i. 2, “mota etiam 
prope Parthorum arma falsi Neronis ludi- 
brio.’ See also the citations from the 
Sibylline oracles, Lactantius, and Sulpicius 
Severus, in Dust.’s note. The first who 


mentions the idea of Nero returning from 
the dead, is Augustine, Civ. Dei xx. 19. 3, 
in explaining 2 Thess. ii. 3 ff.: “ quidam 
putant hoc [ver. 7] de imperio dictum 
fuisse Romano—ut hoc quod dixit, jam 
enim mysterium iniquitatis operatur, Ne- 
ronem yoluerit intelligi, eujus jam facta 
velut Antichristi videbantur. Unde non- 
nulli ipsum resurrecturum et futurum 
Antichristum suspicantur.” But it is ob- 
servable that Aug. does not connect the 
idea with the Apocalypse. This is first 
done by Sulp. Severus, and completed by 
Victorinus, whose very words [‘“ unum au- 
tem de capitibus occisum in morte et 
plaga mortis ejus curata est, Neronem 
dicit. Constat enim, dum, insequeretur 
eum equitatus missus a senatu, ipsam sibi 
gulam succidisse. Hune ergo suscitatum 
Deus mittet regem dignum dignis, et 
Christum qualem meruerint Judei” ] be- 
tray the origin of the idea having been 
from this passage itself). And the whole 
earth wondered after (pregnant construc- 
tion for wondered at, as they followed, or 
gazed, after) the beast, and worshipped 
the dragon, because he gave the (or, 4s) 
power to the beast, and worshipped the 
beast, saying, Who is like to the beast? 
And who is able to war with him (these 
words are a sort of parody, in their blas- 
phemy, on ascriptions of praise to God: cf. 
besides reff., Ps. cxii. 5; Isa, xl. 18, 25, 
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col , y at ? 7, A 
ei oroua * NaXoov * peyada Kat * PAaspnna’ Kal £800 aure) A 
"Frei eLovota * womoat “ pnvac TETOEVAKOVTA duo" © Kat * hvotker ...cfou- 
(hans peskerse Tou ec [3A f ie tov Deo “ BX -3. 
simi 8 TO OTOMMA AVTOU ac f acpnutacg meOg TOY BOs bgt 2 a 
feels only. pnoat ro ™ dvopa avTov Kal THYV * oknyny auTou Tou —Y Tw ae ae 
Wisd. i. 6 al. ’ A cr >a a - i Oa ae 
te Dax. vi ovoavy * oknvovvtac. 7 cat e000 avt@ *wodepov * rorjoat 108-67. 
= Bae pera TwWY *ayiwy Kal viKnGaL avTOUE Kal £600n aut > ovata 7. 30-2- 
Acts xv. 33. aN a rar ‘ ‘ec \ Ve - \ cw 4-5-6-7- 
pen Teal é7l TWacav puAny kat Aaov Kal yAwooav Kal eOvoc. s “ 
en et 8 xa ¢ ToocKkvYyGoUeLY avrov Tavrec ot * KaToUKourTEc 51.90. 
vile 2 hota viii. 85 al. Job iii.1. Ps. Ixxvii.2. w ch. xvi.9. Rom. ii. 24 (from Isa. lii.5). James fie 
ii 7 al. x ch. xxi. 3. y ch. vii. 15 reff. z ch, xi. 7 reff. ach. xi. 18 reff. b see for 
constr., ch. ii. 26 reff. ech. v.9al. Dan, iii. 4 Theod.-F. d w. acc., ver. 12. ch. xx. 4. 
e ch. iii. 10 reff. 
5. rec (for Brasgnpa) BAaopnpiac, with C b g 16-8. 51 (27. 38, e sil) vss Andr: 
BXaconueay B rel vulg Dion Areth Iren-lat: txt Amn 12. 34. 47.—om from rat 0. 
to cat 66. c 1. elz ins woAeuov bef zomeaat, with B rel Andr-coisl: om AC gn 
4. 18. 36 vulg syr-dd Andr Tich.—om zromneat (as well as wodeuov) arm Dion Iren-lat 
Primas,: for roujoat, wodeunoat f. ins cae bef duo A g 16 fuld syr-dd Iren-lat. 
6. rec BAacognmeav, with B rel vss Andr Areth: txt AC g m 18. 34(-5-6?) vulg 
Andr-coisl.—n passes from Ist avrov to 2nd. om kat Tyy oKNnVYnY avtov (homeotel) 
C tol!. rec ins cat bef rouvg ev Tw ovpayw, with B! b? 19. 327-4. 51 (a m n 35-7-8, 
47, e sil) vulg copt Andr Areth Iren-lat Primas: om AC rel Andr-coisl. 
7. om Ist clause (homeotel from cat edotn occurring twice) AC f 1(but ins [see 
below] marg) 12 Andr-p Iren-lat: ins B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Primas.— 
rec 7oAguov bef roinoat, with m 1-marg 34 (35. 40-7, e sil) vulg Andr-coisl Ambr: txt 
B rel syr-dd copt Andr-a Areth Primas. vicnoe. 1-marg. rec om Kat Aaor, 
with h 1. 10-7. 36 (37. 49 Br, e sil) copt Andr-p: ins AC B rel vulg syr-dd Andr 
Areth Iren-lat Primas. 
8. rec (for avrov) avrw, with g m 1. 17-8. 38 (eh 1 30-7. 47-9 Br, e sil) Andr-p: 
xlvi. 5; Jer. xxix. 20 [xlix.19]; Micah out the lofty nature of God’s holy Name 
vii. 18: they represent to us the relapse and dwelling-place. With the cai, the 
into all the substantial blasphemies of pa- last clause would mean that he blasphemes 
ganism under the resuscitated Empire of them that dwell in heaven, i. e. the holy 
Rome, and the retention of pagan titles angels of God. To take this as still the 
and forms. Imay remark, that nothing in meaning without the «ai, is to introduce 
those words finds any representative inthe into the apocalyptic style an asyndeton 
history of the times of the Pagan Empire)? which is not found in it), And there 
And there was given to it a mouth was given to it to make war with the 
speaking great and blasphemous things saints and to conquer them (see ch. xi. 7, 
(so we read of the little horn in Daniel of which this is « wider statement): and 
vii. 8): and there was given to it power there was given to it power over every 
to work (more probably, as in former reff. tribe and people and tongue and nation 
than “to spend” merely: this meaning is (viz. universal empire), . And all shall 
indeed found in later reff., but the places worship it (atrév, though masculine, 
in Daniel seem to decide for us) forty-two must be referred to the ¢norov, which has 
months (the well-known period of the been now for some time spoken of as an 
agency of antichrist = 384 years = 1260 agent, and not to an impersonation of it 
days: see Prolegomena, § v. 29 f.), and by a living king) who dwell upon the 
he opened his mouth (spoken, see reff, earth, [every one] whose (the change 
of the commencement of a series of dis- into the singular arises from resolving 
courses. These vv. 6, 7, in fact expand mavrec into its component individuals 
into detail that which ver. 5 gave com- name (ot... avtod, the usual Hellenistic 
pendiously) for blasphemies against God, redundance: see reff.) is not written in 
to blaspheme His name and His taber- the book of life of the Lamb which is 
nacle, which dwell in heaven (the appo- slain from the foundation of the world . 
sition is strange, but if the ca: must be (these last words are ambiguously placed. Moe 


omitted, the meaning is to enhance the 
enormity of the blasphemy by bringing 


They may belong either to yiypamrq 
to ‘cpaynivoy. CR ee is 


Si Gan 
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emt THe ye, ou ov yéypanrat TO f Svoua avTou é& To) Recon ce 
® BiBAtw Tie Cwne tov © * eopaypévou ‘amo Ren Ol. 
Vcaraodge Kécpous ae iy Mee 
10 Ei ree | stg ™ ™ arypadwotay vmayee’ 
el mic ep payaion amoxravOnvar, avtov ™ év payaton 


(Eph. i. 4. 
1 Pet, i. 20.) 
Heb. xi.11+. (2 Mace. ii. 29 only.) 
iv.8only. Ezek. xxxix. 25. 


id , cal 
aovlou TOU 
9k El of 7 
CT Tte ENV EL OvC, AkKOUVOATW, 
> ft > 
alypwadwotav, ELC 


KaTg. w. 

KOT[ey 

always in 

N.T., exe. 

k ch. ii. 7 al. fr. 1= Acts xiii. 48. m Eph. 
n Matt. xxvi.52. Luke xxii. 49. Heb. xi. 37. ch. vi. 8 reff. 


txt AC B rel Andr Areth. rec (for ov) wy, with B rel 1 vulg Andr Areth Primas 
Tich; ov 50: wd: txt A(see below) C Iren-lat. for od, ovre Ba dej k 2. 18-6. 
30. 40. 50-1. 90: txt C rel4 vulg Andr Areth Iren-lat Primas Tich.—for 05 0%, ovat A. 
rec (for ro ovoua) ra ovopara, with g n 1 (47, e sil) vulg Andr-a Areth Primas : 

txt AC B rel syr-dd copt Andr Iren-lat Tich. rec om avrov, with B rel 4 vulg Andr 
Areth Primas Tich: ins AC, avrwy g. for ev, emi B. rec (for rw BiBrw) rn 
BeBrw, with 1: ByBrw 36: BBiw C: txt A Brel Andr Areth. rec om 2nd rov, 
eS 34 (30-5, e sil) : ins AC B rel 4 Andr Areth. for ecpq@ypevov, eohpaytopevov 
10. rec (for Ist eg arypadwotav), arypadwovay ovvayet, with b? 1 Andr-a Areth: 
atxpadwriZe 1: atypadwriee 18 Primas(qui captivum duwerit): atyparwrne a 36: 
ext atyuahworay rel Andr-p: exer (alone) 9: arypadwovay eraye mM: atypadrworay 
arrays 34: eg atypaRXworay araye 35 vulg-ed(qui in captivitatem duxerit) syr-dd 
Andr-eoisl: atypadwouay (alone) f 47: txt AC B gn 6. 12. 32-5-8 am(with fuld, agst 
demid). for srg atypadwouay vrayet, arxpadwrioOnoerar 18 Primas(et ipse 
capietur) : axpadworav vray (omg etc) 16.32: vrayee (alone) C B rel: om 1. 12: 
txt A b’ 1m 34 vulg(éx captivitatem vadet ed-Clem, vadet in captivitatem am fuld). 
rec paxarpa, (twice), with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt AC. (Simly ver 14.)— 

om 2nd ev pay. 51. rec (for Ist arocrayOnvat) amoxrever Ost, with C Brel1: dee 
abcdefjk 2. 4. 6. 13(-9 ?) 27. 30-2. 40-21-8. 50-1. 90: txt A.—for amokr. aur. ev 


pax. avrort., Oe avrov amoxravOnva 9. 


taken by Hammond, Bengel, Heinr., 
Ewald, Zillig, De Wette, Hengstb., Diis- 


terd. But t is_far more obyious 
and natural eit it not been for the 
apparent difficulty of the sense thus con- 
veyed, the going so far back as to yéypa7r- 
rat for a connexion would never have 
been thought of. See this remarkably 
shewn in the Catena: ov yéypanrat, a0 
KaraBorne Kéopov yéypanra otrw yap 
Osi vosiv, ody wo 7 yoagn Exe’ Ere pyoe 
amd KkataBor\nc Kocpov 1 TOU apriov 
soayn. The difficulty howeyer is out a 

arent: 1 Pet. i. 19, 20 says more fully 
(‘the samé thing. “That death of Christ 


which was foreordained from the founda- 


; Se ie NOEL, PREIS, EY 
tion of the world, is said to have taken 
lace in the counsels of Him with whom 


the end and the beginning are one. Ch. 


xvii. 8, which is cited by De W. as de- 
cisive for his view, is irrelevant. Of 
course where simply the writing in the 
book of life from the foundation of the 
world is expressed, no other element is to 
be introduced: but it does not therefore 
follow, that where, as here, other elements 
are by the construction introduced, that, 
and that alone is to be understood). 

9, 10.} These verses bear various mean- 
ings, according to the reading which we 

Vou. IV. 


~ 


adopt. If the rec. be taken, they express - 
a consolation to the persecuted saints in 
the forms of a jus talionis: the judgment 
of God will overtake the persecutors, 
and in that form in which their persecu- 
tion was exercised. If we take the read- 
ing in the text, they form a prophetic 
declaration how it shall fare with the 
saints in the day of persecution, and de- 
clare also that in holy suffering of cap- 
tivity and death consists their faith and 
patience. The latter appears to me, both 
from critical and contextual considerations, 
by far the more eligible. Thus we have 
what is so frequent in this book, an O. T. 
citation (see below): and all falls into its 
place in connexion with the victorious war 
of the beast against the saints : whereas the 
other declaration is at least out of place in 
the context.—If any man hath an ear, let 
him hear (see reff. This notice is given to 
bespeak solemn attention to what follows, 
as warning Christians of their fate in the 
days of the beast’s persecution). If any 
one is for captivity, into captivity he 
goeth: if any to be slain (a7ocrav6jvat 
= eic rd aroxravOjva) with (see reff. 
and note on ch. vi. 8) the sword, that (i.e. 
it is necessary that: dei, as the other 
reading supplies) he ee be slain with 
Y 
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’ Lal 
0 1 Cor. iv. 9. atokravOnvat. 
ch. xiv. 12. 


xvii. 9. CR 
aylwy. 


v.3,4. Heb 


xii. 1 al. Ezr. x.2. q ch. v. 8 reff. 


the sword (so Jer. xv. 2, “Such as are for 
death, to death : and such as are for the 
sword, to the sword: and such as are for 
the famine, to the famine: and such as 
are for captivity, to captivity :” cf. also 
Jer. xliii. 11 and Zech. xi. 9. As that 
was the order and process of God’s anger 
in his judgments on his people of old, so 
shall the issue be with the saints in the 
war of persecution which the beast shall 
wage with them). Here is (reff. viz. in 
the endurance of thest persecutions) the 
endurance and the faith of the saints. 
l1—18.] THE SECOND WILD BEAST 
THE REVIVER AND THE UPHOLDER OF 
THE FIRST. It may be well to premise a 
few remarks, tending to the right under- 
standing of this portion of the prophecy. 


1) These two beasts.are identical, as_.to 
genus: they are both Oypia, ravaging 


powers, hostile to God’s flock and fold. 
2) They are diverse inorigin. The former 
came up out of the sea: that is, if we go 
back to the symbolism of Daniel, was an 
empire, rising up_out.of confusion into 
pe as and fey the atter comes out of 
the earth: i. e. we may not unreasonably 
say, arises out of human society and its 
progress: which as interpreted by the 
contéxt, will import its origin and gradual 
development during the reign and pro- 
gress of the secular empire denoted by the 


former_beast. 3) si yanere 
its and_action, entirely subsidiary. to 


the, first. “Tt wields its authority, works 
miracles in its support, causes men to 
make and to worship its image; nay, it- 
self is lost in the splendour and importance 
of the other. 4) j , disting- 
tion | xists between. the two. beasts, in that 
this —_ _ has alsa like a lamb. 
In other words, this second beast-puts 7 
a..mild. and. lamb-like earance, which 
‘the other did not. "But it Speaks as a 
dragon: its words, which carry its real 
character, are fierce and unrelenting : 
while it professes that which is gentle, its 
behests are cruel. And now I may 
appeal to the reader, whether all these 
requisites do not meet in that great wast- 
ing Power which arose, not out of anarchy 
and conquest, but out of men’s daily life 
and habits, out of and in the presence of 
the last form of the secular power, which 
was the Empire of Pagan Rome ; I mean, 


the sacerdotal persecuting power, which 
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iy » » vo , ° al \ 
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r 1 Kings xxviii. 13, 14. 


gentle in its aspect and professions, was « 
yet cruel in its actions; which did all the 
deeds of the Empire, in its presence, which 
kept up its image, its laws, its formule, 
its privileges ; which, coming in as it did 
by a corrupt and ambitious priesthood, 
deceived by its miracles the dwellers on 
earth, and by them maintained the image 
of the despotic secular power? Surely it 
is this Latin Christianity, in its ecclesias- 
tico-secular form, not identical with, but 
as preparing the way for, the great apos- 
tasy, helping. soto speak, fo placate 

oman on the~beast, as in ch. xvii., that 
Gs “Here “Gepic before us. It is this 


which, owing its pgywer in the main to-im- 
posture and unwarrantably.assumed_spiri- 
Gye authority, bogs best the Hame of 
é false prophet, expressly given to this 
sécond beast in ch. xix. 20. Nor would I 
limit the interpretation, as has generally 
been done, by dividing off Pagan from 
Christian. Primarily, this second beast 
Plainty Acts fo the Pagan_ sacerdo 
pe 3 thisit was that made the image 
of the Emperors, that compelled. Chris- 
tians to worship that image, that wrought 
signs and wonders by its omens and magic. 
But as the first t, Ail play 7” 
sed_into_a so-called Christian R hm 
Ente, Yo has the™second beast into a 
so-called Christian priesthood, the verita- 
Wa tmheritor of pagap.rites, images, and 
superstitions ; actually the continuators, 
nomine mutato, of the s Ww ip_i 
the s laces; that of the Virgin for 
that of Venus, Cosmas and Damian for 
Romulus and Remus, the image of Peter 
for that of Jupiter Tonans:: ‘lamb-like in 
profession, with the names and appear- 
ances of Christianity, but dragon-like in 
word and act. And this was surely never 
more strikingly shewn than at the time 
when I am writing (Jan. 1860), when the 
Papal priesthood is zealously combining in 
the suicidal act of upholding the temporal 
power as necessary to the spiritual pre- 
eminence of their “ Lord God the Pope.” 
So that I believe the interpretation of the 
second beast to be, the sacerdotal. perse- 
nO, BIGAY,..278.. LWcistady, 28 
the first is the secular persecuting power, 
pagan or Christian. I conceive the view 
which would limit it to the priesthood of 
Paganism (Hammond, Grot., Ewald, De 
Wette, Hengstb., Diisterd.) quite insuffi- 
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Ps. evi. 34. 
y ver. 3. cf. Mie. rep bs 
ili. 32. (iv. 2.) see Marr. xxiv. 24. 


11. for opora, ovowa C. aouov 1. 


W Ww. ace., ver. 8. ch. xx. 4. Judg. vii. 15 F. 
Zech. xvi.14. John ii. (11) 28. iii. 2. iv. 54. vi. 2,14, 80al7. Actsvi.8al. Dan. 
a= ver. 12 (seenote). 8 Kines xviii. 38. 4 Kies i. 10, 12. 


ATOKAAYVIS IQANNOY. 679 


s a , \ > 2 e ‘7 
apviw, Kat éXaAet We Spaxwy, § constr. ch. 
1x. yi 


1 \ ‘ t? , rol , ’ cr ~ ‘ 
kat TV eLouvolay Tov mowtou Onotov wacav ‘rotet Evwrioy ‘Ons eRe 
a ‘ou ° \ cal \ ‘ = : Matt. xxi. 
aurov’ Kat moult THY Yynv Kat Tove * KaTotKkouvTac “éy BI. (cr. 
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u constr., ch. 
iii. 9 reff. 

v Acts xi. 29 al. 

x constr., ch. iii. 8 al. fr. 


12. for Ist wove, erorer 6; faciebat vulg : zomoerm 34-5 Andr-coisl : moreryj. (9. 10 


&e. have txt.) 


for 2nd zrovet, evrovet Brel syr-dd Andr-p Areth ; faciebat vulg : wounoee 
m 34-5 Andr-coisl: txt AC gn 1. 16-8. 36. 40-7 Andr-a. 


ev aurn bef Karoikovvrac 


A Brel 1 Hippol Andr Areth: om rarore. 41: txt C and (appy, though e sil) f 40 vulg 


Iren-lat. 
Bavarov A. (om avrov f vulg Primas.) 


13. for wore, exoret c: mornoet m 34-5 Andr-coisl. 


rec mpockvynown, with B rel 1: txt AC fk 1! 30!-6. 


om Tov 


kate zu bef twa B rel Areth: 


mup wa, omg car, f: up ex Tr. ovp. bef va 40: txt AC m 34 (g 35-6, e sil) vulg syr-dd 


cient for the importance of the prophecy ; 


while that of Elliott, al., which would 
limit it to the priesthood of the Papacy, 
fails notably in giving a meaning to its 
acts as here described, the making an 
image to the beast and causing men to 
worship it. And I saw another beast 
coming up out of the earth (see the pre- 
ceding note), and it had two horns like a 
lamb (i. e. like the two horns of a lamb: 
see ref. It is quite true that the absence 
of the article before apviq forbids the idea 
that a direct comparison is intended be- 
tween this lamb-like beast, and the Lamb 
on Mount Sion: but it does not follow 
from this that no reference is made to 
that Lamb in the choice of the animal to 
which this beast is compared. I believe 
the choice is made to set forth the hybrid 
character of this second beast : see more 
below. The nwmber may perhaps be of no 
special import, but merely inserted to 
complete the similarity : it, as a lamb has, 
had two horns), and it spoke as a dragon 
(here again we cannot doubt that the term 
is chosen on account of the dragon which 
has been before mentioned. It is no ob- 
jection to this, that we do not hear of that 
dragon speaking [ Diisterd.]: the character 
of the animal explains what kind of speech 
is meant, and the acts of the dragon were 
of that kind. And as to this second beast, 
though its appearance and profession are 
sacerdotal, its words and acts are devilish. 
The whole description strongly recalls to 
our mind our Lord’s mpocéyere dad Tov 
Wevdorpogntay, olrivec Epxovrar mpod¢ 
bpac év ivdtpacw TeoBarwy, tower O& 
iow AvKoL dpwayec, Matt. vii. 15). And 


it worketh all the power (performs all 
the acts of authority) of the first beast in 
his presence (while the first beast is sub- 
sisting and beholding ; and as the expres- 
sion seems to shew, being in a relation to 
it of serving and upholding), and maketh 
the earth and those that dwell in it to 
worship (construction, see reff.) the first 
beast, whose wound of death was healed 
(this was formerly, ver. 4, described as the 
reason why the world wondered after the 
former beast): and worketh great mira- 
cles, so that (iva depends on peyada: 
“miracula magna, tam magna, ut” &c. 
So that tva mou = were moety. See 
Winer, edn. 6, p. 409, § 53. 6, who as well 
as Diisterd. finds fault with Bengel for re- 
cognizing here a feature of St. John’s style. 
But Bengel only remarks “iva frequens 
Johanni particula: in omnibt3 suis libris 
non nisi semel, Joh. ili. 16. dere posuit :” 
and this is true and applicable to the case 
here in hand, where w#¢re would naturally 
have stood,—whatever may be the minute 
shade of difference between the force of iva 
as connected with the previous words in 
various passages. We know that the Apo- 
calypse is written in a laxer style and more 
faulty Greek than either the Gospel or the 
Epistles : what wonder, if the use of tva 
epexegetic be carried further in it, and from 
its meaning of ideal purpose be extended to 
detail of matter of fact ? Granting the two 
meanings to be even as far apart as Diis- 
terd. insists, may we not say that the 
Writer who so often uses the one is just 
the person who, when writing less strictly, 
was likely to use the other P As to the 
fact described, it is notorious enough that 
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d constr., ch, 
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12. 


ts Toman [iva] 


\ , : a a ee a ' 
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Hippol Andr Iren-lat.—iva ev thavn rovet mp ek K.T.A., OMY Kat, N. rec caraB. 
bef ex rov ovpavov, with 1 (g, e sil) syr-dd (eth) Hippol: txt AC B rel.—for eara- 
Batre, earaBawy (omg roi) Brel copt Areth (-ve Bk 130-6-9. 50): caraBnvat 
m 35: txt AC g (n) 1. 38 vulg Andr Iren-lat. (caraBawrw C.) for etc, exe B rel 
Andr-p Areth: txt AC m n 1. 34(-5-6, e sil) Hippol Andr. : ‘ 

14. AeyovrTog B!: Aeyor 1. evcovayv A. rec (for dc) 6, with rel 1 Hippol 
Andr Areth; ¢ 16.16. 90: txt AC Bm n 34-5-6. for exer, ecye B rel syr-dd 
Andr Areth: txt AC fg h 1.34-5-6-8 vulg Hippol Andr-coisl Primas. om Thy B 
abcdefjk 2.6, 18. 26-7. 30-2. 40-1-2-8. 50-1. 90 Areth. _ ins azo bef rnc 
paxyaw. £47: ear eLnoev aro rng paxatpac Brel: cat enoev aro TNC mAnyNS TNC 
payatoag 16. 39: txt AC 10-7-8. 30 (g h mn 34-5-6-7-8. 49 Br, e sil) vulg syr-dd 


Hippol Andr Primas. 


15. for avrw, aurn (mechanical repetition of n from preceding word?) A C. 
avevpa bef dovvat B rel Hippol Andr-coisl Areth: om dovva: C: txt Af gn17. 34 


(36, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt Andr. 


rec has iva bef aroxrav@wor and not bef ocot, 


with (h 37 Br, e sil): om (altogether) B rel arm Andr: txt A g 1 26. 36. 47-9 vulg 


syr-dd Hippol Andr-a Primas. 


(homeeotel in C n, @nprov Ist and 3rd.) 


rec (for 


eav) ay, with 1. 34-6 (85. 40-1-2. 51, e sil) Andr-a: omc g: txt A B rel(including 4. 


10-3-6-7-8-9: Mill Wetst silent) Hippol Andr Areth. 


for rnv etkova, TH Etkovt B 


rel Hippol Andr-coisl Areth: txt A 1 (1 41-2. 51, e sil) Andr. 


the great arm of support of the sacerdotal 
power, pagan and papal, has ever been the 
claim to work miracles) he even maketh 
fire to come down from the heaven to 
the earth in the sight of men (“hac 
magi per angelos refugas et hodie faciunt,” 
says Victorinus, writing in the beginning 
of the fourth century, before yet the Em- 
pire professed Christianity. But it is pro- 
bable that this special miracle ig, men- 
tioned to recall the spirit and power of 
Elias, and shew how the false prophet shall 
counterfeit the true). And he deceiveth 
those who dwell on the earth on account 
of (the prep. expresses not the instru- 
ment, but the ground of the deceit: the 
imposture succeeds, because of ...) the 
miracles which it has been given to him 
to work in the presence of the beast, 
ordering those who dwell on the earth 
to make an image to the beast (dat. 
commodi) who hath the stroke of the 
sword and lived (this part of the prophecy 
seems to describe the acts of the pagan 
sacerdotal power then presently to follow. 
See more below). And it was given to 
him to give breath (or, spirit; by infer- 
ence, life) to the image of the beast, that 


the image of the beast should even 
speak, and should cause (the regular sub- 
ject to roinoy is the image, not the second 
beast) that as many as do not worship 
the image of the beast, shall be slain. 
The Seer is now describing facts which 
history substantiates to us in their literal 
fulfilment. The image of Caesar was every 
where that which men were made to wor- 
ship: it was before this that the Christian 
martyrs were brought to the test, and put 
to death if they refused the act of adora- 
tion. The words of Pliny’s letter to Trajan 
are express on the point: “cum preeunte 
me deos appellarent, et imagini tue quam 
propter hoc jusseram cum simulacris numi- 
num afferri, thure ac vino supplicarent, 
preterea maledicerent Christo, quorum 
nihil cogi posse dicuntur qui sunt revera 
Christiani, dimittendos esse putavi.” Above 
he had said, “perseverantes duci jussi.” 
And if it be said as an objection to this, 
that it is not an image of the Emperor but 
of the beast itself which is spoken of, the 
answer is very simple, that as the Evange- 
list himself in ch. xvii. 11, does not hesitate 
to identify one of the émrd BaouXeic with 
the beast itself, so we may fairly assume 
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16. rec (for dwotv) dwon, with 34 Hippol: dwoe 1: AaBwor, omg avrorc, g (26): 
Swoovory b c e 4. 18. 40-7-8 Andr-p: dwowo. rel Areth: txt AC Bf h m 10-3-72. 


35-6-7-8. 49. 51 Andr. (d illeg.) 


written over) 1. 


for xapaypa, yapaypara B rel Areth: txt AC 
gjkmn 17. 34-5-6-8. 47 vulg syr-dd Hippol Andr Iren-lat. 


for n, 6 (with cat 


rec (for ro peTwrrov) rwy perwrwy, with Bhjn 4. 10. 302-4 


(17. 35-6-7. 49 Br, e sil): rw perwrw 40: rov perwrou C Areth: txt A rel copt arm 


Hippol Andr-coisl Areth Iren-lat Tich. 


17. om cat C hn 6. 32 tol syr-dd copt Hippol Andr-a Iren-lat Primas: ins A B rel 


vulg eth Andr Areth. 
txt AC rel 1 Hippol Andr Areth. 


dvvarae Bbef1ln6. 16. 27. 32-7. 41-8. 50 Andr-p: 
for’6, 7 1. 


rec ins 7) bef ro ovopa, with 


30?-4-8 vulg-ed copt Areth: om A B rel 1 vulg-mss Hippol Andr. (d illeg.)—rov 


ovoparog C fuld(with tol lips-4) syr-dd Andr-a Iren-lat Primas: nomine am. 


ins 


n Tov aptOpoy rou Onpiov bef n rT. ap. Tov ovop. av. B. 


that the image of the beast for the time 
being would be the image of the reigning 
Emperor. 

It is not so easy to assign a meaning to 
the giving life and speech to the image of 
the beast. Victorinus gives a curious ex- 
planation: “faciet etiam ut imago aurea 
Antichristo in templo Hierosolymis pona- 
tur, et intret angelus refuga et inde voces 
et sortes reddat.” The allusion probably 
is to some lying wonders permitted to the 
Pagan priests to try the faith of God’s 
people. We cannot help, as we read, think- 
ing of the moving images, and winking and 
speaking pictures, so often employed for 
purposes of imposture by their far less 
excusable Papal successors. And he (i.e. 
the second beast, more naturally than the 
image) maketh all men, the small and 
the great, and the rich and the poor, and 
the free and the bond, that they should 
give them (i.e. stamp on them. The sub- 
ject to dwocy is left uncertain : it will na- 
turally be understood to be, those whose 
office it is: see reff. It evidently is not 
as Diisterd., “that they impress on them- 
selves :” nor does this at all follow from 
ch. xiv. 9, 11, xvi. 2, xix. 20, xx. 4, which 
he quotes to support it, but merely that 
they may refuse to receive it, and by re- 
ceiving it become apostates from God) a 
mark (such a mark as masters set on their 
slaves, or monarchs on their soldiers, a 
brand, stamped or burnt in, oriypara, see 


note on Gal. vi. 17, and Grotius and Wetst. 
here. We read in 8 Mac. ii. 29, of Pto- 
lemy Philopater, that he ordered the Jews 
in Alexandria to be forcibly enrolled, rov- 
TOUC TE ATOYpagpopévouc xapaccecVat Kai 
Oud mupoc¢ sig Tb cHpa rapachpy Atovd- 
cov kcoopvAX\w. And Philo, de Monarch. 
§ 8 fin., mentions idolaters who confessed 
their idolatry by éy roig cwWpac cara- 
oriovrec advrhy ono Tervpwpivy mode 
avetahertrov dtapoyny, ovdt yao xpovp 
ravra Otapavpovrrar) on their right hand 
(oriypara tori T&y orparevopévwy év raig 
xepoiv Alian, in Grot,) or upon (before, 
the fact of the mark being visible on the 
hand was prominent, and the gen. was 
used: now, that of the act of impression 
is, and the accus. is used) their forehead 
(i. e. in some conspicuous part of the body, 
that all may see it: or as Aug. Civ. Dei, 
xx. 9. 3, “in fronte, propter professionem : 
in manu, propter operationem”), {and ] that 
no one should be able to buy or to sell, 
except he who has the mark, the name of 
the beast, or the number of his name (rd 
évopa «.r.X. is in apposition with ro ya- 
paypa: it is in this that the mark con- 
sists: either in the name stamped in 
letters, or in the number of the name thus 
stamped, i. e. the number which those 
letters make when added together ac- 
cording to their numerical value. The 
practice of thus calculating the numerical 
value of the letters in names was widely 
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zé C11 (as also some mentd by Iren) Tich(in some edns), xis’ 5: e&yxoora e&nnovra e& 
eg116. 47 Andr: ennoovat cEnvovta c& 39: txt A. > 


prevalent: see the instances collected by 
Mr. Elliott, vol. iii. pp. 220 ff. : and more 
below. 

This particular in the prophetic descrip- 
tion seems to point to the commercial and 
spiritual interdicts. which have, both by 

Pagan and by Papal persecutors, been laid 
‘ on nonconformity: from even. before the 


interdict of Diocletian mentioned by Bede’ 


in his hymn on Justin Martyr [“ non illis 
emendi quidquam, Aut vendendi copia : 
nec ipsam hauriré aquam Dabatur licentia, 
antequam sacrificarent Detestandis idolis.” 
Mede, p. 511], through those of the mid- 
dle ages [of which Mr. Elliott gives an 
example from Harduin vi. ii. 1684, in a 
canon of the 3rd Lateran Council under 
Pope Alexander III., “ne quis eos—scil. 
hereticos—in domibus vel in terra sua 
tenere vel fovere vel negotiationem .cum 
eis exercere presumat”’], down to the last 
remaining civil disabilities imposed on 
nonconformity in modern Papal or Pro- 
testant, countries. For these last, have 
their share in the enormities of the first 
and second beast, in as far as they adopt or 
continue their practices. 

With regard to the circumstance of the 
imposition of the mark, I conceive that 
with the latitude here given, that. it may 
be the name ov the number, and: having 
regard to the analogy of the mark inscribed 
on the saints [ch. xiii. 1: cf. ch. vii. 1 ff], 
we need not be anxious to find other than 
a general and figurative interpretation. 
As it is clear that in the case of the ser- 
vants of God no actual visible mark is in- 
tended, so it may well be inferred here 
that the mark signifies rather conformity 
and addiction to the behests of the beast, 
than any actual stigma impressed. Cer- 
tainly we fail to recognize any adequate 
exposition of such stigma in the sign of 
the Cross as propounded by Mr. Elliott 
[iii. 236], or in the monogram on the la- 
barum as succeeded by the Papal cross- 
keys, of Dr. Wordsworth [ Apocalypse, Ap- 
pendix G|). Here is wisdom (these words 
serve to direct attention to the challenge 
which follows: see ver. 10, where w0é 
gor is similarly used): let. him who 
hath understanding,calculate the number 


of the beast (the terms of the challenge 
serve at once to shew that the feat pro- 
posed is possible, and that it is difficult. 
Trenzeus’s view, that if St. John had 
meant. the number to be known he would 
have declared it, and that of Andreas, 6 
xodvog amoxadinpe, are, it seems to me, 
excluded, by these considerations. The 


number may be calculated: and is im- 


tended to be known): for (gives a reason 
why the calculation may be made) it is 
the number of a man (i. e. is counted as 
men generally count: not, as Bede, Grot., 
al., and, recently Hofmann, Schriftb. ii. 
637, the number belonging to an indivi- 
dual man: see against this the reff. which 
are decisive as to usage), and the number 
of it (the beast) is six hundred sixty-six 
(of all the hundreds of attempts which 
have been made in answer to the chal- 
lenge, there is but one which seems to 
approach near enough to an adequate so- 
lution to require serious consideration. 
And that one is the word mentioned, 
though not adopted, by Irenzeus, v. 30. 3 
[the passage cited in the Prolegg. § i. 
par. 7], viz. Nareivocg [the diphthong ec 
being, as all critical students of the Greek 
text know, not only an allowable way, but 
the usual way, of writing the long i by 
the Greeks of the time]: (A = 30) + 
(a = 1) + (¢ = 300) + (« = 5) += 
10) + (» = 50) + (0 = 70) + (c= 200) 
= 666. This name describes the com- 
mon character of the rulers of the former 
Pagan Roman Empire,—“ Latini sunt qui 
nune regnant,” Iren.: and, which Ireneeus 
could not foresee, unites under itself the 
character of the latter Papal Roman Em- 
pire also, as revived and kept up by the 
agency of its false prophet the priesthood. 
The Latin Empire, the Latin Church, 
Latin Christianity, have ever been its 
commonly current appellations: its lan- 
guage, civil and ecclesiastical, has ever 
been Latin: its public services, in defiance 
of the most obvious requisite for public 
worship, have ever been throughout the 
world conducted in Latin: there is no one 
word which could so completely describe 
its character, and at the same time unite 
the ancient and modern attributes. of the 
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rec (for scroc) eornkoe, with rel 
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Orig Method Andr Cypr. 
AC B rel vss gr-lat-ff. 
Katopevoy 1. 


two beasts, as this. Short of saying ab- 
solutely that this was the word in St. 
John’s mind, I have the strongest persua- 
sion that no other can be found. approach- 
ing so near to a complete solution. See 
however the remarks on this subject in 
the Prolegomena, § v. par. 32, where I 
have after all thought it best to leave the 
matter in doubt). 

Cu. XIV. 1—20.] Tur contrast: 
THE BLESSEDNESS, AND THE COUNTER- 
AGENCY OF THE SAINTS OF GoD. THE 
HARVEST AND THE VINTAGE OF THE 
EARTH. This is not entirely another 
vision, but an introduction of a new ele- 
ment, one of comfort and joy, upon the 
scene of the last. And thus it must be 
viewed: with reference to the persecution 
by the beast which is alluded to in its 
course, vv. 9 ff. It is also anticipatory, 
first containing reference to the mystic 
Babylon, hereafter to become the subject 
of prophecy in detail; and to the consum- 
mation of punishment and reward, also to 
be treated in detail hereafter. It is gene- 
ral in its character, reaching forward 
close to the time of the end, treating 
compendiously of the torment of the apos- 
tates and the blessedness of the holy dead, 
and leading, by its concluding section, 
which treats of the harvest and the vint- 
age of the earth, to the vision of the seven 
last vials, now immediately to follow. 

It naturally divides itself into three 
sections: of which the first is, —5. 

e Lamb on Mount Sion, and his hun- 
dred and forty-four thousand. And I 
saw, and behold the Lamb (viz., the same 
which before was seen in the midst of the 
throne, ch. v. 6 al.) standing upon (see on 
this accus., when the super-position is first 
mentioned, note, ch. iv. 2) the mount Sion 
as in ¢ i., the holy city is introduced 
: ae Gee a and wor- 
ship, so by a similar figure [not the same, 
for thus Mount Sion would be outside the 


rec om avrov kat To ovoma, with 1. 34(-5, e sil): ins . 
ins ro bef yeypappevoy A. 


for yeypappevor, 


vaoc, and thus given to the Gentiles] the 
holy mountain Sion is now.chosen for the 
site of the display of God’s chosen ones 
with Christ, the Son of David, whose city 
Zion was), and with Him an hundred 
and forty-four thousand, having His 
name and the name of His Father (ob- 
serve the tacit assumption that all under- 
stand Who is imported by the Lamb) 
written on their foreheads (first observe 
the contrast: the nations of the earth, 
constrained to receive the mark of the 
beast on their forehead and hand, and the 
Lamb’s elect, marked with His name and 
that of His Father. The question next 
meets us, Are these 144,000 identical with 
the same number in ch. vii. 4? ~ This 
question clearly must not be answered 
merely by the absence of a defining article 


- here, to identify these ysAiddeg as those 


there spoken of. For it might well be, 
that the reader should be meant to iden- 
tify the two in his mind, by recognizing 
the marks common to the two, without 
the note of identification being expressly 
set in the text. The presumption cer- 
tainly is that the same number occurring 
here, representing as there the elect and 
first-fruits of the church, here as there 
also inseribed on their foreheads with the 
seal of God in the one case, and His Name 
in the other, must be descriptive of the 
same body of persons. And this view, if 
acquiesced in here, will reflect back con- 
siderable light on that former vision of the 
sealing in ch. vii. Those, as these, will 
represent the first-fruits or choice ones 
among God’s people, as indeed we have 
treated them in this commentary, and not 
the totality of those who shall form the 
great} multitude which no man can number. 
These, as those, are taken to represent the 
people of God: their introduction serves 
to place before us the church on the holy 
hill of.Zion, where God...has placed His 
King, as an introduction to the description 
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of her agency in preaching the everlasting 
Gospel aa her faithfulness amidst. per- 
secutions). AndI heard a voice out of 
heaven as a voice of many waters (reff.), 
and as a voice of great thunder (ch. vi. 1): 
and the voice which I heard [was] as of 
harpers harping with [the éy of investi- 
ture, cf. ch. vi. 8, ix. 19 and notes) their 
harps. And they sing [as it were] a new 
song (i.e. if the we be retained, they sing 
what sounded like a melody unheard be- 
fore.# The subject to gdovor is of course 
not the 144,000, but the heavenly harpers. 
‘On the subject oftheir song, see below) 
before the throne and before the four 
living-beings and the elders (the whole 
heavenly symbolism remaining as before, 
while the visions regarding God’s temple 
and Mount Zion and the holy city are 
going forward, d_call the atten- 
pion of. me reader to the fact, esse 
the ri understandmg of the 

hat the harpers an C) 
heayan, the_144. 9 th): and no 
one was able to learn the song (to appre- 
hend its melody and meaning, so as to ac- 
company it and bear a part in the chorus) 
except the hundred and forty-four thou- 
sands who (the gender is zpdc 76 onuat- 
vouevov, see ref.) were purchased (reff. 
and ver. 4) from the earth (the song has 
regard to matters of trial and triumph, 
of deep joy and heavenly purity of heart, 
which none other among men but these 
pure and holy ones are capable of appre- 
hending. The sweetest and most skilful 
harmonies convey no pleasure to, nor are 


g are jn 


they appreciated by an uneducated ear: 
whereas the experienced musician finds in 
every chord the most exquisite enjoyment. 
The unskilled ear, even though naturally 
distinctive of musical sounds, could not 
learn nor reproduce them: but both these 
can be done by those who have ears to 
hear them. Even so this heavenly song 
speaks only to the virgin heart, and can be 
learnt only by those who accompany the 
Lamb whithersoever He goeth). These 
are they who were not (the aor. shews 
that their course is ended and looked back 
on as a thing past: and serves to confute 
all interpretations which regard them as 
representing saints while in the midst of 
their earthly conflict and trial) defiled with 
women (see below) ; for they are (always 
were and have kept themselves till the 
time present) virgins (there are two ways 
of understanding these words. Hither they 
may be figurative, merely implying that ° 
these pure ones lived in all chastity, whe- 
ther in single or in married life, and in- 
curred no pollution [ref. 2 Cor.]: or they 
may be meant literally, that these purest 
ones had lived in that state of which St. 
Paul says 1 Cor. vii. 1, caddy avOporw 
yvvaikdc pry dmrecOat. And as between 
these two meanings I conceive that the 
somewhat emphatic position of werd yurvat- 
ky goes some way to decide. It is not 
épohvvOncar, the fact of impurity in 
allowed intercourse, but perd yuvaicov, 
that is put forward, the fact of commerce 
with women. I would therefore believe 
that_in the description of these who are 
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ume inoou bef nyopac8ycav B rel syr-dd Areth : om AC g m n 34-6 (35, e sil) vulg copt 
arm Orig, Method Andr Ps-Ath. om aro Twy avOowrwy C. 

5. ovx evpeOn bef ev rw oropari avTwy B rel copt Andr-coisl Areth Primas: txt AC 
ghn1. 36. 49 (m 37 Br, e sil) vulg Orig Method Andr. rec (for Wevdoc) dodog, with 
1 Andr-a: txt AC Brel vss Orig, Method Andr Areth Jer. rec aft apwpor ins yap, 
with B rel vulg-ed(with am? demid tol lips-6) syr-dd copt Orig, Method Andr Areth : 
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the first-fruits from the earth, the feature 
of virginity is to be taken in its literal 
meaning. Nor need any difficulty be found 
in this. It is on all hands granted that he 
who is married in the Lord enters into 
holy relations of which the single have no 
experience, and goes through blessed and 
elevating degrees of self-sacrifice, and loving 
allowance, and preferring others before him- 
self. And as every step of grace assured 
is a step of glory secured, there is no doubt 
that the holy married servants of God shall 
have a peculiar entrance into the fulness of 
that future Kingdom’s employ, which will 
not be the lot of the single: seeing that in 
this matter also, the childhood of this state 
will be the father of the manhood of that 
one. But neither on the other hand can 
it be denied that the state of holy virginity 
has also its peculiar blessings and exemp- 
tions. Of these, the Apostle himself speaks 
of that absence of distraction from the 
Lord’s work, which is apt to beset the 
married, busy as they are with the cares of 
a household and with pleasing one another. 
And another and primary blessing is, that 
in them that fountain of carnal desire has 
never been opened, which is so apt to be a 
channel for unholy thoughts and an access 
for the tempter. The virgins may thus 
have missed the victory over the lusts of 
the flesh: but they have also in great part 
escaped the conflict. Theirs is not the 
triumph of the toil-worn and stained sol- 
dier, but the calm and the unspottedness of 
those who have kept from the strife. We 
are perhaps more like that which the Lord 
intended us to be: but they are more like 
the Lord Himself. And if He is to have 
round Him a peculiar and closer band, 
standing with Him on Mount Sion, none 
will surely grudge this place to those who 


were not defiled with women. Among 
these will be not only those who have lived 
and served Him in holy virginity, but also 
the dear children whom He has claimed 
from us for Himself, the youths and 
maidens who were gathered to His side 
before the strife began: before their 
tongues had learned the language of social 
falsehood, or their good names been tar- 
nished with the breath of imevitable 
calumny. There is one meaning which 
these words will not bear, and which it is 
surprising that any Commentator should 
ever have attached tothem ; viz. that wera 
yuvaixoy refers to the woman mentioned 
below, ch. xvii. So Dr. Wordsworth, p. 
284: “They have not been defiled=with 
women. What women ? it may be asked. 
If we proceed, we read of the woman seated 
on the Beast, and of the harlotry of the 
woman, with whom the Kings of the earth 
commit fornication. And soon we see her 
displayed in all her meretricious splendour. 
There then is the reply.” The fact, that 
an indefinite plural sometimes points to a 
singular, is, as in all other figures of speech, 
substantiated by the undoubted require- 
ments of the particular context: whereas 
here the whole context is against it: the 
following mapQévor yap eiow carrying its 
decisive condemnation) : these [are] they 
that follow the Lamb wheresoever (for 
this use of ézov, see reff.) he goeth (av 
seems to have lost its peculiar force, and 
to have been joined to the 6zrov preceding, 
so that an indicative after it did not offend 
the ear. The description has very com- 
monly been taken as applying to the 
entire obedience of the elect, following 
their Lord to prison and to death, and 
wherever He may call them: so Cocceius, 
Grot., Vitringa, Wolf [who cites the oath 
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n here only. 

o act., ch. x. 7 
only. pass., Luke xvi. 16 al. on 
v. 38. rch. y.9al. Dan. iii. 4 Theod-F. 


p so Mark ix. 12. Heb. vii. 13. 
s constr., ch.iv. 1 al. fr. 


q = Matt. iv.16. Lukei.79. Judith 
tch.v. 2. vv. 9, 15. 


6. om adXov B rel 4 Orig Andr-p Areth Ambr: ins AC g h 10-7. 51 Br (26. 49, e sil) 


vss Andr-a Cypr,, ins aft ayysdov 34, (35 ?) Andr-coisl. 
1 n 1. 32-6 (Beh’s-5-mss Br, e sil) : txt AC rel Orig Andr Areth. 


rec merwpevoy, with B 
peocovpariopare 1. 


rec om Ist emt, with B rel 1 Orig Andr Areth: ins AC 34 (35?) Andr-coisl. 
rec (for rovg caOnpevovg) Tovg karotcovvrac, with A f n 51 (syr-dd copt) 
Andr-a, rove caOnpevoug kat Toug KaTotkovyrac 36, Touc KaOnpEvouc TOUE KaTOLKOUYTAaG 


1, rore KaOnuevorc j 38: txt C B rel vulg Orig Andr Areth Cypr,. 


rec om 38rd 


ext, with n 1. 34(-6, e sil) Andr-a: ins AC B rel vulg syr-dd Orig Andr Areth Cypr 


Primas. 


7. rec (for Aeywv) Aeyovra, with 1.17 (Br, e sil) am(and others) syr-dd Orig: txt 


of soldiers, deodovOsiv roi¢ orparnyoic 
érov wor av dywour |, Bengel, De Wetite, 
Hengstb., Ebrard: but this exposition is 
surely out of place here, where not their 
life of conflict, but their state of glory is 
described. The words, as Aug. [in a beau- 
tiful passage, De sancta Virginitate, ¢. 27, 
vol. vi. p. 258, in which however he 
rhetorically mingles both meanings], An- 
dreas, Ziillig, Stern, Diisterd., are used of 
special privilege of nearness to the Person 
of the Lamb in glory): these were pur- 
chased from men as a first-fruit to God 
and to the Lamb (all have been thus pur- 
chased : but these specially as and for the 
purpose of being a first-fruit. The ref. 
James treats of a different matter, the 
purchase of all the redeemed as the first- 
fruits of creation. But these are a first- 
fruit among the purchased themselves), 
and in their mouth was not found false- 
hood; they are blameless (the Apostle 
has before him the words of Ps. xiv. 1 ff, 
so strikingly similar: rig karacknvooe 
ty ry bps TH ayip Gov; TopEeVvdpEevog 
dpwpog, hadGy adyOaay sv Ty 
kapdig abrov, d¢ ob« toAwoEY ivy yWoay 
avrov. These stand on Mount Zion, with 
Him who eminently fulfilled this cha- 
racter, and being in all things like Him). 
6—13.] Three angels appear in miad- 
heaven, announcing three details of the 
period of the coming prophecy. A pro- 
clamation of the blessedness of the holy 
dead. These four announcements form 
the text and the compendium of the rest 
of the hook: see Prolegg. § v. parr. 57 ff. 
And I saw an[ other | angel (besides those 
already mentioned) flying in mid-heaven 
(see ch. viii. 18), having the everlasting 
gospel (such and no other is the meaning 
of evayyédtoy aiwroy, notwithstanding 


see ee 


that it is anarthrous. From this latter 
circumstance no argument can be derived 
in the case of a word which had become so 
technical an one: even in Rom. i. 1, we 
have agworopévog sig evayyédtov Oeov: 
and in no place in the N. T. does the word 
occur in any other than the technical 
sense of ‘the Gospel.’’? Besides which, 
the epithet aiwro¢ here, if nothing else, 
fixes it to this meaning. Diisterd., wish- 
ing to evade the prophetic sense, would 
render it, a message of good tidings [viz. 
regarding the Lord’s coming] determined 
by God from everlasting. And so Grot. 
[“bonum nuntium jampridem a Deo defi- 
nitum”], Ewald, Zillig, Hengstb., al. I 
should have thought such a rendering 
only needed mentioning to be repudiated. 
Ch. x. 7, which is adduced to justify it, 
is quite beside the purpose. See there. 

The epithet aiwrcoc, here only ap- 
plied to the Gospel, belongs to it as from 
everlasting to everlasting, like Him whose 
word it is: in contrast to the enemies of 
God whose destruction is in view) to 
preach (see reff.) to (“ over,” throughout 
the extent of, and thus “wpon.”? Or we 
may justify it as in reff., by the significa- 
tion “with reference to,” “ towards.” 
Ch. x. 11, which is referred to by Diis- 
terd., is not to the point) those that sit 
(reff.) upon the earth, and to every na- 
tion and tribe and tongue and people (cf. 
Matt. xxiv. 14, enovyOnoerar rovro rd 
evayyédwov Tig BacwWsiag by Oy TH 
oixovpévy, sic pwaprupiay maou Tote eOvE- 
ow" Kai rére HEE TO Tédoc), Saying with 
a loud voice, Fear God and give Him 
glory (the message of repentance ever 
accompanies the hearing of the Gospel 
among the nations ; ef. the first preaching 
of our Lord and of His Forerunner, Matt. 


* AC B rel vulg(with fuld &c) copt Andr Areth. 
* Brel vulg-ed Areth: txt AC g hn 10-7. 49 (37 Br, e sil) am syr-dd copt Orig Andr 
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xvii. 5. xviii. 2. Dan. iv. 27. ¢ JER. xxviii. (li.) 7. xxxii.1 (xxv. 15); d = see ver. 10. 


om ev A. for Oeov, kuptoy 
Cypr. om avrov 1. for Tw mwomsavrt, avToy Tov Toincayra B rel (Orig) 
Andr-a Areth (: om voy B): txt AC gh110-6-7. 34 (35-6-7. 49 Br, e sil) Andr, avrw 
Tw tooarrs 18. 38-9. ins rnv bef Qadacoay B rel Orig Andr Areth: om 
AC g (1).—Oahaccag 1. 

8. rec om devrepoc, with f (90, e sil) vulg: ins A B rel 4 syr-dd Andr Areth Primas. 
—ayyehog bef deuvrepoc h n 6. 10-7-8. 36(omg addoc). 37. 40-9 (Br?) copt arm 
Andr-p, ayyéAoc devrepov C: devrepoc, omg ayyedog, g. om 2nd eecev C B rel 
copt Andr-coisl: ins A gh n 1. 10-7. 36(87. 42-7-9 Br, e sil) vulg syr-dd Andr Areth 
Primas spec. (homeotel 27, neohov@noev vv 8 and 9: homeotel 9, Neywy vv 8 and 9.), 

rec ins n modtc bef n peyadn, with (39, e sil) eth: om AC B rel 4 vulg syr-dd 
copt arm gr-lat-ff. n peyadn bef BaBvdrwy 1. rec (for 7) ort, with 1. 36 
(40-1, e sil) Andr Areth: om B rel copt arm: txt AC g 26. 34-5-8. 502-4 vulg syr-dd 
zth Andr-coisl. (d illeg.) om Tov Ovpov 1. for aurne, ravrnc Baek] 2. 
4, 13. 30-2-3-9. 40-2-8. 50. rec om ra, with d(perhaps) k 33 (2. 34-9. 41-2, e sil) : 
txt AC B rel 1 Andr Areth. 

9. rec (for adkdoc ayyedog rpiroc) rorrog ayyéXoc, with (none of our mss) vulg(am 
li - -5 al, agst fuld al) Areth Cypr Primas: adXoc ayyedog f 1: adXog rpiroc ayyedoc 
47: ayyedog rpttocg 33: txt AC Brel syr-dd copt Andr. for avrow, avrw A 


iv. 17, iii. 2, and St. Paul’s message to the 
Thessalonians, 1 Thess. i. 9), because the 
season of His judgment is come (see the 
citation from Matt. xxiv. above: the time 
of the end is close at hand when this 
great era of Christian missions is inaugu- 
rated: see below): and worship Him 
who made the heaven and the earth and 
the sea and fountains of waters (i. e. 
turn from idols and vanities to serve the 
living and true God. The division of the 
waters into the sea and the fountajns is 
one kept up through this prophecy : cf. 
ch. viii. 8—11, xvi. 3, 4). And another 
second angel followed (“Quot res nun- 
ciande, totidem nuncii,” of Grot., is not 
strictly correct, the last being announced 
merely by a voice in heaven. But it be- 
longs. to the solemnity of this series of 
proclamations that a separate place and 
marked distinction should dignify each of 
them) saying, Babylon the great is fallen, 
is fallen (aor. of that which is past ; only 
to be expressed in English by a perfect), 
which hath given all the nations to 
drink of the wine of the wrath of her 
fornication (two things are mingled: 1) 


the wine of her fornication, of which all 
nations have drunk, ch. xvii. 2; and 2) 
the wine of the wrath of God which He 
shall give her to drink, ver. 10, and ch. 
xvi. 19. The latter is the retribution for 
the former: the former turns into the 
latter: they are treated as one and the 
same. Grot. and Ewald would render 
Oupde venenum; and Ewald and Ziillig 
understand by ofvov rov Ovpow, vini fer- 
vidi, neither of which the words will bear. 
The whole is from Jer. li. (xxviii.) 7, 8, 
where Babylon is a cup in the Lord’s 
hand of which the nations are made to 
drink. This is the first mention of 
Babylon, hereafter to be so much spoken 
of. I reserve treatment of the interpreta- 
tion till ch. xvii. : only mentioning by an- 
ticipation that Rome, pagan and papal, 
but principally papal, is intended). And 
another third angel followed them saying 
with a loud voice, If any one worshippeth 
the beast and his image (see above, ch. 
xiii, 15), and receiveth the mark on his 
forehead or upon his hand (ch. xiii. 16), 
he also (kat either 1) may be quasi-re- 
dundant, introducing the apodosis merely, 
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17. 1John ii.5 (reff.). 


Primas. rec to Ono.oy bef mpookvve, with 1: txt (A)C B rel-vulg syr-dd copt 
gr-lat-ff—rw Onow Cg: ro Ovoracrnpiov A: ro rornpioy f.—rpockuvyce 38. 
for lst avrov, avrwy C. om 3rd «ar C f. 

10. for ev rw rornow, ek Tou wornpiov A 1 6. 39. Thv opynv A. Bacavic- 
Onoovra A d f 36 copt. rec ins aywy bef ayyehwy, with B rel lux(and some 
other mss of vulg) Andr Areth Cypr, Primas; so, but omg rwy, f: ayysedwy aywr, 
omg Tw, C g 38. 92 vulg syr-dd Cypr,: rwy ayysdwy twv aywy B': ins aywy both 
bef and aft ayyehwy 36: txt A 26 spec vulg-ms copt eth.—(homeotel evwz. to 
évwT. 1. 

11. o avaBauvet bef ev¢ atwvac atwywy, with (none of our mss) copt Cypr, Primas: 
om ¢. a. a. av. 39: txt AC B rel 1 am(with fuld lips-5 tol lux) syr-dd Andr Areth 
Cypr, spee.—awwva awvog Cn 18: awva atwywy f11, 4. 6. 19. 26-7.48 Andr Areth. 

om ro bef yapaypa 1. 

12. for ver., woe ot rnpovvrec Tac EvTOAag Kat THY TeLoTLY LW 1. rec om 7, with 
4. 33 (2. 35-6-9. 48. 51 BY, e sil) Areth: ins AC B rel Andr. rec ins wide bef ot 
Tneouvvrec, with d(perhaps) 10-6. 49 (n 17-9. 37-9 Br, e sil) Andr-a: om AC B rel 
vulg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl Areth Primas. (rwy rnpourvrwy g 36-8.) 


as an addition to the protasis, or 2) may 
mean, as well as Babylon. The former 
sense seems to me the more probable) 


Ps. Ixxtw. 8, wornptoy tv yerpt Kupiov, 
oivov akparou mARoEC KEepdopaTog ... . 
miovrat mavTEeg ol dpaprwroi Tie ye, 


shall drink (we have the second person 
aieoar of the same future form in Luke 
xvii. 8: see also Ps. IxxtW. 8, cited below) 
of the wine of the wrath of God, which 
is mingled (i. e. as E. V. poured into the 
cup. From the almost universal custom 
of mixing wine with water, the common 
teri for preparing wine, putting it into 
the cup, came to be cepavyvpr. Hence 
the apparent contradiction in terms here, 
Tov KEkeopaopévou axparov [and in Ps. 
Ixxiv, 8 below]. On Od. «. 93, Kképacce 
Oo vékrap éovOpdy, Eustathius says, od On- 
Not Koapa Tt, AX’ ayrti rod Eviyer Ketrat. 
See Wetst., who gives several citations in 
which kepavvuge itself is derived from 
ktoac, a drinking-horn) pure (unmixed : 
ef. Galen in Wetst., olvoy dkparoy sivat 
Aéyoner, @ pap pépexrat 7d VOwo, h Tavra- 
maow ddtyov pépixTat The figure 
of the cup of the Lord’s wrath is found in 


from which this is evidently taken), in 
the cup of His anger, and shall be 
tormented with fire and brimstone in 
the presence of the angels and in the 
presence of the Lamb (see ch. xx. 10, 
and ref. Isa. from which the imagery 
comes. De Wette is certainly wrong in 
interpreting éywmeor “nad dem Urtheile,” 
“in the judgment of.” It is literal, and 
the meaning as in Luke xvi. 23 ff., that 
the torments are visible to the angels and 
the Lamb). And the smoke of their tor- 
ment goeth up to ages of ages (see ref. 
Isa., and Gen. xix. 28, which doubtless is 
the fountain-head: also ch. xix. 8): and 
they have not rest (from torment) day 
and night who worship the beast and 
his image; and whoever (from speaking 
collectively the solemn declaration be- 
comes even more solemn by individual- 
izing) receives the mark of his name. 


10—18. 
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bch. ii. 7, &c. xxii. 9. 1 Tim. iv. 1. 
dindic., see ch. iii. 9, vill. (avam., ib. reff.) xxii. 14al. 


see 1 Thess. 
iv. 16. 1 Cor. 
xv. 18. 

a Matt. xxiii. 
39. xxvi. 64. 
John (i. 52 
rec.) xiii. 

c¢ = ch. xxii. 14. see Winer, edn 6, p. 

e see ch. ii. 2. 


13. rec aft Aeyovone ins por, with h n 1. 10-7. 36 (47-9 Br, e sil) Andr Primas: om 


AC B rel am(with fuld lipss) syr-dd copt eth Andr-coisl Areth lat-ff. 
Aeyet bef var Brel: om vat 16. 34: txt AC gn (4. 17-8-9. 26. 38. 


ree (for avaranoovrat) avarave., with B 
rec -owyrar, with rel Andr: txt AC Bk 1n 1. 16. 36. 50 Areth. 


xototw C. 
47, e sil).—for vat, cat k 33 (35-6 ?). 
rel 1: txt AC. 


for kupiw, 


rec (for yap) de, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt AC g 18. 26. 38 vulg syr-dd Primas 


spec Aug. 


Here (viz. in the inference to ‘be drawn 
from the certainty of everlasting torment 
to all who worship the beast or receive his 
mark: that all the saints of God must re- 
fuse to do either) is the endurance of the 
saints, who keep (the independent nom. 
construction, see reff.) the commandments 
of God and the faith of Jesus (gen. ob- 
jective, which has Him for its object: 
compare ref. Mark). AndTI heard a voice 
out of heaven (whose, is not told us, and 
it is in vain to speculate: certainly not, 
as Hengstb., from the spirits of the just 
themselves. The yodaorv would rather 
point to the angel who reveals the visions 
to the Evangelist, ch. i. 1, and compare 
ch. iv. 4), saying, Write, Blessed are the 
dead who die in the Lord henceforth (the 
connexion is not. difficult. The mention 
of the endurance of the saints brings with 
it the certainty of persecution unto death. 
The present proclamation declares the 
blessedness of all who die not only in per- 
secution, but in any manner, in the Lord, 
in the faith and obedience of Christ. And 
the special command to write this, con- 
veys special comfort to those in all ages of 
the church who should read it. But it 
is not so easy to assign a fit meaning to 
am dprt, That it belongs to the former 
sentence, not to the following one, is I 
conceive plain : few will be found to join 
with Lambert Bos, Exercitt. p. 209, in 
connecting it to vai, and making it = 
arnorispévwe, absoluté. And, thus joined 
with the former sentence, it must express 
some reason why this blessedness is to be 
more completely realized from this time 
when it is proclaimed, than it was before. 
Now this reason will quickly appear, if 
we consider the particular time, in con- 
nexion with which the proclamation is 
made. The harvest of the earth is about 


to be reaped ; the vintage of the earth to 
be gathered. At this time it is, that the 
complete blessedness of the holy dead com- 
mences : when the garner is filled and the 
chaff cast out. And that not on account 
of their deliverance from any purgatorial 
fire, but because of the completion of this 
number of their brethren, and the full 
capacities of bliss brought in by the resur- 
rection. Nor can it legitimately be ob- 
jected to this, that the pres. part. dzo- 
OvnoxorvTec requires a continuance of that 
which is imported by it: that the deaths 
implied must follow after the proclama- 
tion. For no doubt this would be so, the 
proclamation itself being anticipatory, and 
the harvest not yet actually come: but on 
the other hand so much must hardly be 
built upon the pres. part., which is so 
often used to designate a class only, not to 
fix a time). Yea, saith the Spirit (the 
utterance of the voice from heayen still 
continues. The affirmation of the Spirit 
[reff.] ratifies the blessedness proclaimed, 
and assigns a reason for it), that they 
shall rest (the tva gives the ground ot 
the pacapior, and the construction with 
an indic. fut. is a mixed one compounded 
of “that they may,” and “in that they 
shall.’ The future avazanoovra from 
avatratby is formed as karacanooua from 
caracavw. It seems not to be elsewhere 
found) from their labours: for their 
works follow with them (yap, which has 
seemed so difficult, and which apparently 
gave rise to the 8é of the rec., is in fact 
easily explained. They res¢ from their 
labours, because the time of working is 
over, their works accompanying them not 
in a life of activity, but in blessed me- 
mory: wherefore not labour, but rest is 
their lot. Wetst. quotes from Aboth vi. 
9, “hora discessus hominis non comitan- 
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(Matt. xxi. 19, 20 al.) m = Matt. ix. 37. see Matt. xiii. 30, 39. xxv. 24. Jer. xxviii. (1.) 16. n ver. 


19. see Mark ii. 22. vii. 33 al. 


14. rec caOnpevos opows, with h? 1 1. 10 (16. 37. 47-9 Br, e sil) syr-dd Andr: 
caOnpevog opowwe 39: cabnpevoy oporog m 30: KaOnpevog opotoy a: txt AC B rel vulg 
copt Andr-coisl Areth Primas Tich. for vw, wor AB bed fk 2. 9.138. 27. 
30-2-3. 41-2: om 40: woc1: vidy n: wou 26: txt C rel Synop Andr Areth.—for 


viw avOpwrov, avOpwTw j. 


exov C: eyovra e g n 13. 26-7. 427: exovte 38. 


ree rns Kepadrns, with C Brel 1 Synop Andr Areth: txt Aa bd ek n 30-8. 


40-7. 90 Andr-coisl. 


15. cpatwy bef ex rov vaov A: om €« Tov vaov e. 


for vaov, ovvov 1. 


rec peyadn bef gwvy, with (1) (80-9. 40-1, e sil) copt: txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd arm 


Andr Areth.—pey. r. ¢. 1. 


rec aft nev ins cor, with 1! 16. 33 (89, e sil); cou 
1. 17. 36 Andr-a: om AC B rel vss Andr Areth Primas. 


rec ins rov bef Oeprcat, 


with a e h 10-8. 30-3-8. 49. 90 (zk 26. 34-7-9 Br, e sil): om AC B rel Andr Areth.— 


(for Oeproat, Oeptopov 38. 41.) 


16. rns vegeans Aj 161. 36-8. 47 Andr: rn vegekn Babdfl 26. 33. 50. 90: txt 
C rel Andr-cois] Areth.—(homeeotel in 1, ez to err). 


tur eum argentum aut aurum aut lapides 
pretiosi aut margarite, sed lex et opera 
bona’”’). 

14—20.] THE VISION OF THE HAR- 
VEST AND THE VINTAGE. 14—16. | 
Tur warvesr. And I saw, and behold 
a white cloud, and upon the cloud (éi 
with accus. on first mention, see ch. iv. 2, 
note: but it is found in this case after- 
wards also, ver. 16), one sitting like to 
the Son of man (i. e. to Christ, see ch. 
i. 18 note. This clearly is our Lord Him- 
self, as there), having upon his head a 
golden crown (in token of His victory 
being finally gained: see ch. xix. 12) and 
in His hand a sharp sickle. And an- 
other angel (besides the three angels be- 
fore mentioned : no inference can be drawn 
from this that the Sitter on the cloud is a 
mere angel) came out of the temple, cry- 
ing out in a loud voice to him that sat 
upon the cloud, Put forth (send = d7ro- 
oréAXeyv, ref. Mark. De W.’s objection, 
that the sitter on the cloud cannot be 
Christ Himself, because He would not be 
introduced receiving a command from an 
angel, may be well answered, as Diisterd., 
that the angel is only the messenger of 
the will of God. And I may add what to 
me makes this reply undoubtedly valid, 
that the command is one regarding the 
times and seasons, which the Father hath 


kept in his own power) thy sickle (the 
whole is a remembrance of our Lord’s 
own saying in Mark iv. 29: see below) 
and reap: because the time to reap is 
come, because the harvest of the earth 
(8epropdés for that which is to be reaped: 
as in the first ref.) is dried (perfectly ripe, 
so that the stalk is dry = rapéornrey 
6 Osoropoc, Mark iv. 29: = also the fields 
being Aeveat mpd¢ Oeoropoy dn, John 
iv. 35: which they can only become by 
losing their moisture. The distinction in 
the passages cited by Mr. Elliott from 
Bernard [“ magis siccee ad ignem quam 
alba ad messem”], and Pope Gregory X. 
[‘‘agerque potius arescere videatur ad 
ignem, quam albescere inveniatur ad mes- 
sem”’] does not seem really to exist. The 
passage of Hermas, book vi. lines 8, 4; 
Luke xxiii. 31; John xv. 6, do not apply ; 
trees, and not grain, being there spoken 
of). And he that sat upon the cloud put 
in (reff.) his sickle upon (into, from above) 
the earth, and the earth was reaped (to 
what does this harvest refer? Is it the 
ingathering of the wicked, or of the saints, 
or of both together? Each of these has 
examples in Scripture symbolism. The 
first, in Jer. li. 83, where it is said of 
Babylon, “It is time to thresh her, yet 
a little while and the time of her harvest 
is come:” and as appears, Joel iii. 18, 
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17. cEndOev ... . ovvw bef ayyedoc 1. 


, \¢t ’ - ‘ 
Eu, Kat TOVYNGOY TOUE ors, 
t Luke vi. 44 
only. Deut. 
xxiv. 21. 
vhere onlyt. Zech. xi.8 Symm. = Thucyd. ii. 19 al. w Matt. vii. 
for eZnAOev, nrOev B. om tw C. 


18. om ¢&)\ ev A am(with fuld &c, agst demid tol lipss &c) Ansb Ruf: ins C B rel 


vss Andr Areth. 


rec om 6, with B rel Andr Areth: ins AC, qui habet vulg. 
for koavyn, gwvn ABC g 38 vulg eth: txt C rel. 


om TH¢ apredov 1. 


nkpacev 9 oragpvdn B rel eth Andr-coisl Areth: txt AC 1n 1(cxp.) 10-6-7-8. 36-9 (a g¢ 


though the reference seems rather there 
to be to the vintage, and the LXX render 
YS? Tevynroc: the second, in Matt. ix. 
37 ||; Mark iv. 29; Johniv. 35: the third, 
in Matt. xiii. 30,39. The verdict of Com- 
mentators is very much divided. There 
are circumstances in the context which 
tell both ways. The parallelism with the 
vintage, which follows, seems to favour a 
harvest of the wicked: but then on the 
other hand, if so, what is the distinction 
between the two ingatherings ? And why 
do we read of the casting into the wine- 
press of God’s wrath in the second case, 
and of no corresponding feature in the 
other? Again, why is the agency so dif- 
ferent—the Son of man on the white cloud 
with the golden crown in the one case, the 
mere angel in the other? Besides, the 
two gatherings seem quite distinct. The 
former is over before the other begins. 
On the whole then, though I would not 
pronounce decidedly, I must incline to 
think that the harvest is the ingathering 
of the saints, God’s harvest, reaped from 
the earth : described here thus generally, 
before the vintage of wrath which follows. 
And thus we have at least these two visions 
in harmony with the character of this sec- 
tion, which contains the mingled agency 
and fortunes of the Church and of its ene- 
mies; thus this harvest answers to the 
great preaching of the everlasting gospel 
above, vv. 6, 7, while the following vintage 
fulfils the denunciations of wrath on those 
who worship the image or receive the mark 
of the beast, vv. 8,11. And thus too we 
bring this description into harmony with 
our Lord’s important parable in Mark 
iv. 29, where the very words are used of 
the agency of Christ Himself when the 


s 


work of grace is ripe, whether in the indi- 
vidual or in the church. But while thus 
inclined, I will not deny that the other 
view, and that which unites both, have 
very much to be said for them). 

17—20.] THE VINTAGE OF WRATH. 
And another angel (the aAdos may per- 
haps refer to the three angels who have 
already appeared in this vision : or, which 
is more probable, referring to the last- 
mentioned Agent, may be a general term, 
not necessarily implying that He was a 
mere angel) came out from the temple 
which was in heaven (from which come 
forth God’s judgments: see ch. xi. 19), 
having himself also (as well as that other : 
but the cai adré¢ rather raises a distinc- 
tion between the two personages than sets 
them on an equality : there is some slight 
degree of strangeness, after what has gone 
before, in this angel having a sickle) a 
sharp sickle. And another angel [came 
out] from the altar (viz. that elsewhere 
several times mentioned, ch. vi. 9, viii. 3, 
xvi. 7, in connexion with the fulfilment of 
God’s judgments in answer to the prayers 
of His saints), he who hath power over 
the fire (viz. that on the altar ; the same 
angel who is introduced ch. viii. 3—5 as 
presenting the prayers of the saints, and 
casting some of the fire of the altar to the 
earth as introductory to the judgments of 
the trumpets), and he cried with a great 
cry to him who had the sharp sickle (it 
is to be observed that the whole descrip- 
tion of this angel, coming from the altar 
of vengeance, differs widely from any thing 
in the former part of the vision, and favours 
the idea that this Vintage is of a different 
nature from that harvest), saying, Put in 
thy sharp sickle, and gather the bunches 
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for aurne, Tne yn¢ B rel syr-dd Andr 
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of the vine of the earth, because her 
grapes are ripe. And the angel (no such 
expression is used above, ver. 16. There 
it is 6 kaOnpevoc iri thy vepernyv. All 
these signs of difference are worthy of 
notice) put in (reff.) his sickle into the 
earth, and gathered the vine of the 
earth, and cast (viz. what he had gathered) 
into the great winepress of the wrath of 
God (the curious combination, rv Anvoy 
-.. Tov péyay, is only to be accounted for 
by an uncertainty in the gender of the 
substantive [it is masc. Gen. xxx. 28, 41 
vat. See Winer, edn. 6, p. 464, § 59. 
4, b], and perhaps a tendency, when 
emphatically subjoining an epithet describ- 
ing greatness, to substitute the worthier 
gender.—Any thing corresponding to this 
feature is entirely wanting in the previous 
description of the harvest. See on it, ch. 
xix. 15, and the prophetic passages in reff. 
esp. Isa. from which the symbolism comes). 
And the winepress was trodden (reff.) 
outside the city (see below), and blood 
(so Isa. lxiii. 3) came forth from the 
winepress as far as to the bits of the 
horses, to the distance (ref.) of a thousand 
six hundred stadii (it is exceedingly diffi- 
cult to say what the meaning is, further 
than that the idea of a tremendous final 
act of vengeance is denoted. The city 
evidently = 1) wédu¢g ») &EwOev of ch. xi. 
2 [not that ef ib. 8, see note there], viz. 
Jerusalem, where the scene has been 
tacitly laid, with occasional express allu- 
sions such as that in our ver. 1. The 
blood coming forth from the treading of 
the winepress is in accordance with the 
O. T. prophecy alluded to, Isa. Ixiii. 3. 


rec (for efwev) ew, with n 4 (87, e sil) Andr: 


It is in the depth, and the distance in- 
dicated, that the principal difficulty lies. 
The number of stadii is supposed by some 
to be the length. of the Holy Land as 
given by Jerome [ Ep. ad Dard. vol. iii. p. 
46 ?] at 160 Roman miles. But the great 
objection to this is, that 160 miles = 
1280, not 1600 stadii. Another view has 
been, that 1600 has been chosen as a 
square number, = 40 x 40, or 4 x 400, 
or 4 X 4 x 100. Victorinus explains it 
“per omnes mundi quatuor partes: qua- 
ternitas enim est conquaternata, sicut in 
quatuor faciebus et quadriformibus et 
rotis quadratis.” He gives a very curious 
interpretation of the depth,—“usque ad 
principes populorum.” We may fairly 
say, either that the number is assigned 
simply to signify completeness and mag- 
nitude [in which case some other apoca- 
lyptic numbers which have been much in- 
sisted on will fall perhaps under the same 
canon of interpretation ], or else this is one 
of the riddles of the Apocalypse to which 
not even a proximate solution has ever yet 
been given). 

Cu. XV., XVI. THE SEVEN VIAIS. 
And herein, XV. 1—8.] Prerarory: 
the description of the vision, ver. 1: the 
song of triumph of the saints victorious 
over the beast, vv. 2—4: the coming forth 
of the seven angels and delivering to them 
of the seven vials, vv. 5—8. 

And I saw another sign in heaven 
great and marvellous, seven angels hav- 
ing seven plagues which are the last 
[plagues], because in them is completed 
the wrath of God (I have adopted an un- 
usual arrangement to throw the $ret into 
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50-1. 90. 


3. homeceotel in C, from @eov ver 2 to Geov ver 3. 


connexion with éoydrac, for which epithet 
it renders a reason. It is to be observed 
1) that this verse is evidently only a com- 
pendious description of the following vi- 
sion: for the angels themselves are not 
seen till ver. 6, and do not receive the 
vials containing the plagues till after they 
are seen: 2) that the whole of God’s 
wrath in final judgment is not exhausted 
by these vials, but only the whole of His 
wrath in sending plagues on the earth 
previous to the judgment. After these 
there are no more plagues: they are con- 
cluded with the destruction of Babylon. 
Then the Lord Himself appears, ch. xix. 
11 ff.). And I saw as it were a sea of 
glass mingled with fire (see ch. iv. 6 and 
note: not merely glassy: the we indicates 
the likeness: it was as it were made of 
glass. The addition peyrypévny upi is 
probably made as bringing into the pre- 
vious celestial imagery an element belong- 
ing to this portion of the prophecy, of 
which judgment is the prevailing com- 
plexion. ‘The fact, that the personages of 
the former heavenly vision are still pre- 
sent, ver. 7, seems to remove all doubt of 
this being the same sea of glass as that 
before described ch. iv. 6, in immediate 
connexion with which the four living- 
beings were mentioned), and the con- 
querors (the pres.-part. has the force of 
simple designation, as so often in this 
book) of (see ref. ;, they have come victo- 
rious out of the strife: cf. Thue. i. 120, 
ayabdr Of, .adsKcovpévorg tx piv sionvng 
mokepety, €0 O& mapacyéy, te modéspov 
addwy EvupBijvar) the- beast and of his 
.» VOR. LY. ; oe es ia 


Fire, oe! 


ins rov bef dovAov A hn 14. 


image and of the number of his name 
(i. e. of the temptation to worship his 
image and to receive the mark consisting 
of the number of his name, ch. xiii. 17, 
18), standing on (does éwf import actually 
“wpon,’ so that they stood on the surface 
of the sea, or merely on the shore of? 
On every account the latter seems the 
more probable: as better suiting the hea- 
venly imagery of ch. iv., and as according 
with the situation of the children of Israel 
when they sung the song to which allu- 
sion is presently made. The sense may be 
constructionally justified by ch. iii. 20, 
and viii. 3: the fact of éi having a geni- 
tive in the latter place not setting it aside 
as a precedent) the sea of glass, having 
harps of God (sacred harps, part of the 
instruments of heaven used solely for the 
praise of God. We have had them before 
mentioned in ch. v. 8, xiv..2). And they 
sing the song of Moses servant of God 
(i. e. a song similar-to that song of tri- 
umph which Moses and the children of 
Israel sung when delivered from the Red 
Sea and from the Egyptians, Exod. xy. 
In Exod. xiv. 31,; Moses is called, as here, 
the servant .[Qcoamorri, LXX, as also in 
Heb. iii. 5] of God [see also Num. xii. 7 ; 
Josh. xxii.}5 (6 matic kvpiov)]: and this 
song is formed on the model of parts of 
that one: see below) and the song of the 
Lamb (it is not meant that there are two 
distinct songs: the song is one and the 
same; and the expression which charac- 
terizes it betokens, as do so many other 
notices and symbols in this book, the unity 
of the Old and New res churches, 
é Z 
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XV. 4—8. 


u \ \ Vv U ty 0: A Lae 2 ae 
ukxon.xv.11." Javaora ta Eoya cov, Kuplteo Useog o  mavToKpaTwo. 


Sir. xi. 4 
(ver. 1). 

v ch, i. 8 reff. 
w = John vil. 
28. ch. xvi. 

7, xix. 2, 
Duovr. xxxil, 


x Acts xiii. 10. 
Rom. xi. 33. 
Heb. iii. 10. 
Ps. xvii. 21. 
exliv. 17. 
Deut. 1. c. 

y Jer.x.7F. 
compl. &e. 

zZ John xii. 28. 
Psa. Ixxxy. 
9 (12). a Heb. vii. 26 reff. (see note.) 

d = Rom. iii. 21 al.¢ Ww 1 

f ver. 1. g ch. i. 13 reff. 


10. 37-8. 51 Br. Aeyorroc 1. 


Sleatat Kat © aAnOwat at * 
4 tic ov pn y pofsnOn, KvotE, Kat * Sogacet TO ” dvopa gov 5 ot 
[Ovog * Gouoc, Ort nravra ra 20vn ngovew Kat 1 pogKuynoou- 
ow tvorwv cov, ote ta ° Suawpara cov" epaveowOnoar. 90. BF 
5 Kal pera tavra loov, Kal nvoiyn 0 vaoe tHe ° oKnYNE 
Tov * paoTupiov Ev TH ovuparyy" cat ‘ tent 
yedot [or] EyovTEC rac exta mAnyac EK TOU vaov, ® eyoedu- 


b Psa. 1. ¢. 
er. xl. [xxxiii.] 6 only.) plur., ch. i. 19 reff. 


odoi cov, 0% Baotreve Twv evwr. 
CA 


- € 4¢ \ ww 
8 Kat e&nADov on exta ay- 


c=Rom. v.18 only. Baruch ii.19. see note. 
e Acts vii. 44 only. Exod. xxvii. 21 al. freq. 


rec (for e0vwv) aywwy (with none of our mss) : 


awveyv (arose from abywy) C g 18 vulg syr-dd arm-ed-marg lat-ff: celorwm am: 


txt A B rel 1 copt eth Andr Areth Cypr. 


4. ree aft $080» ins os, with rel syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth: om AC 8 f 36. 47 am 


(with demid fuld tol) eth arm Andr Cypr Primas. 
txt AC B gmn 6. 9. 13-6. 26-7. 32-9. 47-8. 50-1. 90 Areth. 


rec dofaoy, with rel 1 Andr: 
for ootoc, aytoc B rel 


Andr: sanctus et pius demid, simly syr-dd: txt AC n 1. 36-8. 47 Andr-a Areth. 
for ravra ra e0vn, wayreg B rel Andr-coisl: tayra (alone) g: txt AC n 10-7. 


36. 49 (b 37-8 Br, e sil) vss Andr Cypr Primas. ¢ 
rec ins wou bef avoryn, with (none of our mss) 


5. for pera raura, pet aura C, 


def.) 


vulg copt Primas: om AC B rel 1 syr-dd eth Andr Areth. (d def.) 


6. eZydOav C. 


rec (aft ayyedor) om ot, with B (b de 48, e sil) Andr-a: ins 
AC rel Andr Areth. (ot ayy. ou emra ot ex. 9.) 


om ek Tov vaov B rel Andr-coisl 


Areth: ex r. v. bef ov ey. 7. €. 7. b: ins AC ft (h 10). 17. 36. 47-9 (g 1 n 37-9. 41 Br, 


e sil) vulg syr-dd Andr Primas Tich.—for vaov, ovvov h 10.—om eyorteg . . 


Their songs of triumph have become ours : 
the song of Moses is the song of the Lamb. 
In this great victory all the triumphs of 
God’s people are included, and find their 
fulfilment), saying (the song is a repro- 
duction of several portions of the O. T. 
songs of praise), Great and wonderful are 
thy works (Ps. cx. 2, exxxviii. 14, LXX), 
Lord God Almighty: just and true are 
thy ways (Ps. cxliv. 17; Deut. xxxii. 4 in 
Moses’ song), thou King of the nations: 
who can but fear [Thee], 0 Lord (these 
two clauses are from Jer. x. 7, but not in 
the LXX vat. The title “King of na- 
tions” is especially appropriate, as it is 
God’s judgments on the nations, and their 
effects on them, which are the theme of 
the Church’s praise), and shall glorify 
(the construction is a mixed one, com- 
pounded of ric od pn Sokdoy and rig od 
do~doe) thy Name? because Thou only 
art holy (Scv0s is only used of God here 
and ch. xvi. 5: hence the var. dyvog. 
Diisterd. quotes from the Schol. in Eurip. 
Hee. 788, 76 mpog Osodc 2 dvOpdrwy 
yevopevoy Oixatoy dov.ov kadovpev, This 
first 81. grounds the rig od pH in the 
attributes of God): because all the na- 
tions shall come and worship before thee 
(so it is declared in Ps. Ixxxv. 9, LXX. 


This second 67: grounds the ri¢ 0% py in 
matter of fact): because Thy righteous 
acts (= Thy judgments: thy deeds of 
righteousness acted out towards the na- 
tions, both in the publication of the Gospel 
and in the destruction of Thine enemies) 
have been made manifest (the aor. as so 
often lately, looking back over the past 
and regarding it as matter of history, 
simply as the past. This third 67: grounds 
the wavra ra é0yn HE. in its immediately 
exciting cause—the manifestation of God’s 
judgments). And after these things I 
saw, and there was opened the temple 
of the tabernacle of witness in heaven 
(see on ch. xi. 19, xvi. 17. The vaée is 
the holy place of the tabernacle, to which 
latter the appellation rod paprupiov is 
here peculiarly appropriate, seeing that the 
witness and covenant of God are about to 
receive their great fulfilment): and there 
came forth the seven angels (viz. who 
were before mentioned: the ot does not 
point out any particular seven, such as the 
archangels. On the other hand, if we omit 
the second oi, we must not violate the 
force of the anarthrous participle by say- 
ing “the seven angels who had,” ot 
éxovrec. The E. V. here is strictly cor- 
rect) which had (or, “having.” This was 


ACBD 
ton, 2. 
4.6.9. ae 
10-3-6-7- 
8-9. 26- 
7. 30. 3258 
to 42. 

47 to 51. 


| eee Qt@vas 


XVI. 1. 


Bi a th , AY i 
Mévot Aivoy kafapov Aapmpov, Kat 
ae Vo] , k , k val Va 3 toe 
WEept Ta orn On Cwvac Xpvaeac. i Kau év. &K TWY TEO= 
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rom Isa, 
_.xlii. 3) only. 
Prov. xxxi. 


k ! 
Matt. xii. 
TEOLECWO EVOL h ree xii. 20 


, , , a : 13. 
caOwy Zwowv EOWKEV TOLE emta ayyéAoug émta = prarac i pero ii. 2 
reff. 


ch. i..18 reff. 


= Dn , ~ a ~ - Oo is od - > k 
DS iia ytHovoac Tou Qupov tov Oeov ° rob Cwvroc €lC 1 plur., Luke 


a 7 
TOUE AlWVAC TWY aLWYwV. 8 


\ * \ 2070 a » tad 
Kat ovosic eduvaro eiceADety ete Tov vaov, ° aype ‘reAccOw- 
ee Vt a ‘ ; : 

ow at extra “wAnyal Tw extra ayyedwv. 
a \ f a F a A 
AVL. ' Kar txovoa peyadne gwrnc [ & TOU vaod | 


o ch. vii. 2 reff. 


hs Pp ch. viii. 5 (reff.). 
viii. 10. 8 ch, Gee) 


vii. 3 reff. 


vaov e. 
demid fulg lipss): om sth. 
Primas: om AC B rel 1 vss Andr Areth. 
om 7zreoe 1. 
7. om éy 1. 


8. ins e« rou bef carvov B rel syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth: row b: 
10-7-8 (h 1 37-8-9. 47-9, e sil) vulg copt Andr Primas. 
Andr: txt ACabedejk12. 6. 9. 17. 26-7. 30-2-8. 48. 50-1. 90 Areth. 
for aypt, axguc ov C. 


T. VaoY, Ev TW Vaw 1. 


\ p cd , £ \ 
Kal * eyenioOn Oo vaoc 
voi? te rite ' Sdkne 700 Oca Kal tx rae Suvduewe avrod 

Tne o¢n¢ Tov UVeou Kal EK THE OUvYAaLEWC avUTOL, 


q ch. viii, 4 reff, Isa. yi. 4. 
t ver. 1. ; 


xxiil. 48 only. 
Job xxxix. 20. 
see ch. i. 18, 
Dan. ii. 32. 
ot., Luke 
Xviii. 13. 
John xiii. 25. 
xxi. 20 only. 

m ch. v. 8 reff. 

D gen., ch. iv. - 
6 reff. w. 6K, 
meer xxiii. 

De 


4 kazw- 


r Exon. xl. 84. 8 Kines 


for Atvoy, kiWov AC 38-marg 48 (mss mentd by Andr Bede) am(with 
rec aft ca@apoy ins cat, with 32 (2 Br, e sil) vulg-ed 


om last «at 1. . TeprGwopevor 1. 


om AC gn 1. 
rec novvaro, with B rel 
for etc 
om émra bef ayyehwy 1. 


Cuap. XVI. 1. rec gwync bef weyadne, with rel 1 vulg Andr Primas: txt AC B 


bedfgj4. 13-9. 27. 41-2-8. 50 copt Areth. 


om é¢ rov vaov B relisyr-dd Areth : 


ins AC g hn 10-3. 34-8. 49 (m 35-6. 40 Br, e sil) vulg Andr.—(for vaov, ovpavov 13.) 


their office: but they had them not yet) 
the seven plagues out of the temple (cf. 
ch. xiv. 15, 17), clad in linen (the re- 
markable reading Ai@oy can hardly be 
genuine, though strongly attested: see 
digest. There is a precedent for \i@ov 
évdedupévoy in Ezek. xxviii. 13) pure [and] 
glistening (the well-known clothing of 
angels and heavenly beings, see Acts x. 30 
(i. 10), ch. xix. 8; Matt. xvii. 2 ||, xxviii. 
8), and girt round their breasts with 
golden girdles (being in this like our Lord 
Himself as seen in vision, ch. i. 13). And 
one from among the four living-beings 
(appropriately to the symbolic meaning of 
these Za as the representatives of crea- 
tion, see notes on ch. iv. 7, 11, inasmuch 
as the coming plagues are to be inflicted on 
the objects of creation) gave to the seven 
angels seven golden vials (the grad\n was 


. a shallow bowl or cup, usually without a 


stand or foot, in which they drew out of 
the kpyryo or goblet: so Plato, Crito p. 
120 a, yovoaic giddaucg ée TOU KoNTHeOC 
dovrrépevor. The Schol. on Il. py. 270 
explains it of ré map’ jyiv rornptoy, 
GANG yévog Te AEBNTOC ExwéETAAOY EK TAV- 
roc pépove Svvapevoy éxev. Cf. Eurip. 
Ton 1181 ff.; Xen. Cyr. v. 2. 7), full of 
the wrath of God who liveth for ever and 
ever (this addition serves, as in ch, i. 8, 


to give solemnity to the fact related), 
And the temple was filled with smoke 
from (arising from) the glory of God and 
from His might (i.e. from His presence, in 
which His glory and His might were dis- 
played. The description calls to mind 
similar ones in the O. T., e. g. Ps. xvii. 
8 f.; Isa. lxv. 5. See also below), and no 
one was able to enter into the temple 
(cf. 1 Kings viii. 10, 11; Exod. xl. 34, 35) 
until the seven plagues of the seven 
angels should be finished (the passages 
above referred to give the reason : because 
of the unapproachableness of God, when 
immediately present and working, by any 
created being. See Exod. xix. 21. When 
these judgments should be completed, 
then, the wrathful presence and agency 
of God being withdrawn, He might again 
be approached. Many other meanings 
more or less far-fetched have been given, 
but where Scripture analogy is so plain, 
the simplest is the best). 

Cu. XVI. 1—21.] Tue sEvEN VIALS. 
See the general remarks on ch. viii. 1 for 
all questions common to the three great 
series of visions. he following special 
particulars are here to be noticed: 1) In 
the description, ch. xv. 1, which first intro- 
duces these plagues, they are plainly called 
rac émta mAnyac TAS éoxatas, There 
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u = Rev. (vv. 


3. 

v =ch.x. 9. 
xii. 17 al. 
Matt. xiv. 25. 


om cat bef exy. 1. 


ATIOKAAYYVIS IQANNOY. 


exyeere AC £1.12: exceyere f (appy). 


XVI. 


a ‘ ’ , \ 
Aeyovonc Tole Enta ayyéotc ‘Yaayere kal “ éxyéaTe TAC 
Lol Lol Lal ral » 4 ol 
 tnta™ gradac tov Oupov tov Oeov ee THY ynY. 
ra a ’ cy , 
2 Kat ‘awnddev o 7 pWTOC Kal e€eyeey THv ™ piadny 8-9. 


rec om 2nd 


exra, with hn 10-7. 34. 49 (35-7 Br, e sil) syr-dd copt: ins AC 8B rel vulg Andr Areth 


Primas. om Tov Oeov 1. 


2. rec (for ec) emt, with hn 1. 10-7. 34 (35-7. 49 Br, e sil) copt Andr Areth: txt 


AC B rel vulg syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth Primas. (d illeg.) 


rec (for emt) etc, with 


h n 14. 10-7. 34 (35-7. 49 Br, e sil) vulg copt Andr: txt AC 8 rel syr-dd Andr-coisl 


can then be no doubt here, not only that 
the series reaches on to the time of the 
end, but that the whole of it is to be 
placed close to the same time. And this 
is borne out by the perticulars evolved in 
the course of the visions themselves. For 
we find that they do not in point of time 
go back, but at once take up the events 
of the former visions, and occur during 
the times of the sounding of the seventh 
trumpet, when the mystery of God should 
be finished. 2) As in the seals and in the 
trumpets, so here again, there is a marked 
distinction between the first four and the 
following three. As there, so here, the 
objects of the first four are the earth, the 
sea, the springs of waters, and thé sun. 
After this the objects become more par- 
ticularized: the throne of the beast, the 
river Euphrates, with the reservation of 
that peculiar and vague character for the 
seventh, which seems to belong to it in all 
the three series. 3)°As before, so now, 
there is a compendious and anticipatory 
character about several of the vials, lead- 
ing us to believe that those of which this 
is not so plain, partake of this character 
also. For example, under the third vial 
we find an acknowledgment of the divine 
justice in making those drink blood who 
shed the blood of saints: and prophets. 
This, there canbe: little doubt, points on 
to the judgment on Babylon, in whom, 
ch. xviii. 24, was found the blood of saints 
and prophets; and of all that had been 
slain on the earth. Again, under the sixth 
we have the same great gathering to battle 
which is described in detail, ch. xix. 17— 
21. And finally, under the seventh, we 
have a compendious anticipatory notice 
of the judgment of Babylon, hereafter, ch. 
Xvii., xviil., to be described in detail,— 
and of the great day itself in ver. 20, also 
hereafter [ch. xx. 11—15] to be resumed 
at more length. 4) As we might expect 
in the final plagues, we have no longer, as 
in the trumpets, a portion of each element 
affected, but the whole. 5) While in the 
first four vials the main features of the 


first four trumpets are reproduced, there 
is one notable distinction in the case of 
the fourth. While by the plague of the 
fourth trumpet, the sun, moon, and stars 
are partially darkened, by that of the 
fourth vial the power of the sun is m- 
creased, and the darkening of the King- 
dom of the beast is reserved for the fifth. 

The minor special features will be no- 
ticed as we proceed. On the whole, the 
series of the vials seems to bear a less 
general character than the other two. It 
takes up a particular point in the pro- 
phecy, and deals with symbols and per- 
sons previously described. It belongs by 
its very conditions, exclusively to the 
time of, or to days approaching very 
near to the time of, the end: including 
in itself the subsequent details as far as 
the end of ch. xx.: without however no- 
ticing most important features and con- 
siderable prophetic periods. 

1.| Introductory. And I heard a great 
voice [out of the temple] (from the fact, 
ch. xv. 8, that the divine Presence is filling 
the temple, and that none might enter into 
it, this voice can be no other than the 
divine voice. The words é« rod vaov may 
have been erased [as in var. readd.] from 
the difficulty presented by rod O00 below, 
none being able to enter during the pour- 
ing out of the vials) saying to the seven 
angels, Go and pour out the seven vials 
of the wrath of God into the earth (so, 
previous to the series of trumpets, the 
angel casts the fire from the altar into the 
earth, ch. viii. 5). 

2.| And the first departed (each angel, 
as his turn comes, leaves the heavenly . 
scene, and from the space between heaven 
and earth, empties his vial on the ap- 
pointed object) and poured out his vial 
into the earth (the y#, which before in 
ver. 1 was general, is now particular, and 
correlative with the objects of the other 
vials, cf. vv. 2, 3, ef¢ ry Oddaccar, ei¢ 
rov¢ morapovc): and there came (took 
place : fell, as KE. V.) an evil (kaxdév, in 
itself) and painful (wovnpédv, to the suf- 
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Pe 2 4 Aes Nisa Y 
avTou ec THY ynv’ Kal eyévero “ EAKoC Kakov Kat * wovn- WLukexvi.21. 


ver. 11 only. 


‘ > 
y \ \ » , \ 4 \ , i 
gov é7l TOUC avBowmouc Toug EyOovTacg TO : XA4eayua Be Dene 
- ¢ \ \ a oh a ae & XXViii. 35. 
Tov Onpiov Kal Tove TeEOCKUVOUYTAaG TH ELKOML avrou. rater 
ODL. /. 


3 \ e , > ’ an ry 
Kai o devrEooc ele y cev THY puaAny avurou é&ic Thy 


, = 
Qadaccav’ kat * eyévero * aia 


Cc Ye lol > > - 
puyn Zwne a7eQavev, Ta ev TM) Oarasoy. 
4 Ve , » , a 
Kat o TOLTOC eGiy eev TY puaAdnv avtov ic Tove ToTa- 


A \ 
prove Kat Tac 


d \ ~ dear : \ 
mnyac TWV voaTwy Kat 


Tacéwy 
vobawv éott 
Tovneo- 
TaTov, 
Theognis 
274. see Matt. 
Vi. 23 ||. vii. 
17, 18. 

y= ee i, 65. 

xiii. 17 


a \ cn 
Wc VvEKOOU, Kat Taca 


Uae e 
EYEVETO * aipa. ; ch. 


5 \ oo a ’ a 
Kal ikovoa Tov ° ayyédov Twv © vdaTwv Aéyovrog Atkatoc pen ville. 


b= ch. i. 10 al. fr. 
xiv. 17 reff. 


Areth Primas. 


¢ Gen, i. 80. see Gen. vii. 21, 22. Levit. xi.10. W. (. = py 5 
e see note and ch. vii. 1. xiv. 18. wee my wp) : 


om Toug exovrac To x. Tov Onguov 1. 


Exop. vii.19. 
d ch. 


rec TN ElKove avTOU 


bef rpoceuvouyrac, with (16. 41, e sil) syr-dd copt: txt AC B rel vulg arm Andr Areth 
Primas.—ryy eeova xpocevvovvrag avrov 1. 
3. rec aft devrepoc ins ayyeXog, with B rel 1 vss Andr Areth: om AC g 18 am(with 


demid fuld tol lipss) zth Primas. 


om we 1. 


Poxns A. rec (for Zwye) 


fwoa, with Bh 1 n 1. 10-7. 36-8. 49 (16. 37-9. 41-2 Br, e sil) Andr Areth, vivens vulg 


copt: om rel Andr-coisl Primas: txt AC g syr-dd. 


Areth : ins AC syr-dd. 


rec om ra, with B rel 1 Andr 


4. rec aft rp.roc ins ayysXoc, with h m 1. 10. 34-8 (n 35-6. 49 Br, e sil) lips-4 syr-dd 


copt Andr: om AC B rel vulg(with am fuld al) wth Areth Primas. 


rec ins ee bef ° 


Tag mnyac, with B rel Andr Areth; extc 18: om AC gh 10.49 Br Primas Ansb. | 
eyevovro A g 36 syr-dd copt Primas: txt C B rel vulg Andr Areth. ~ ey 


5. om rwy véarwy 1. 


ferers, ézimovoy, Suidas. See reff.) sore 
upon the men that had the mark of the 
beast and that worshipped his image (see 
above, ch. xiii. 15—17, xiv. 9, 10. The 
allegorical and historical interpretations 
have been very various : see them in El- 
liott, vol.iv. Notice the parallel with the 
sixth Egyptian plague, Exod. ix. 8 ff. Cf. 
Deut. xxviii. 27, 35). 

3.] And the second poured out his vial 
into the sea: and it (the sea, cf. ch. viii. 
8, 11: not, “there was,’ as De Wette: 
for the question would arise, where? the 
analogy of the Egyptian plague is surely 
decisive) became blood as of a dead man 
(blood as when a dead corpse lies in its 
blood: loathsome and corrupting): and 
every soul of life (living soul, ref. Gen.: 
Wvx7 in its physical sense of animal soul) 
died, [all] the things in the sea (rd is in 
pee with and exegetical of waca wp. 

wc). 

4—%.] And the third poured out his 
vial into the rivers and the fountains of 
the waters: and they became (it is quite 
impossible, in the lax construction of the 
Apocalyptic Greek, to maintain here a dis- 
tinction, as Diisterd. has done, from the 
previous éyévero, and to render here, 
“there came blood.’ Analogy must be 
our guide: and the account to be given of 


rec ins kupie bef e, with (41, e sil) eth: om AC B rel 1 


the singular is either that it belongs to ra 
#oara, or that the rivers and fountains are 
taken together, and regarded as neuter in 
sense though not in construction) blood 
(that the fact was so, is testified by what 
follows, in which it is assumed that the 
sources of ordinary drink have become 
blood). And I heard the angel of the 
waters (i. e. the angel who was set over 
the waters ; see reff.: not as Grot., “ vo- 
catur angelus aquarum quia in aquas im- 
misit phialam.” Schéttgen, h. 1., p. 1131 
f., gives examples of angels of the earth 
and of the sea: see also ‘Wolf, h. 1. This 
is more probable than Diisterd.’s idea that 
the analogy to be followed is that of the 
four living-beings, and that the angel 
symbolized the waters) saying, Thou art 
righteous who art and wast (as in ch. xi. 
2, the «ai 6 éoydpevog is omitted. For 
the construction, see reff.) holy (I incline 
against Diisterd., to the usual connexion, 
viz. the making Sotog belong to 6 wy kK. o 
yy, and not in apposition with di«acog. 
And that which moves me to it is, 1) the 
extreme improbability of two epithets, 
Sixavog and gotoc, both being predicated 
in such an acknowledgment of an act of 
justice : and 2) that as I have taken it, it 
best agrees with the Oouvog in ch. xv. 4, 
where it is predicated of God not as the 
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fch. i. 4 reff. 

g ch. xv. 4. 
Heb. vii.26 k,* 
reff. 

heonstr., Luke 
xii.57. John 
vii. 24. Job 
XXxVii. 23. 


1 meri 
Kac Tew 


85. Rom. iii. 
15, from Isa. 
lix.7, Ps. 
lxaviii. 3. 

k ch. xi. 18 
(reff.). xviii. 


lIsa. xix, 26, i 

m = ch. iii. 4. 
iv.llal.fr, T7UOL. 
Wisd. xviii. 
4. 

n ch. i. 8 reff. 

o ch. xv. 8 reff. 

p 2 Thess. i. 5. 
John v. 30. 
vii. 24. ch. 
xix.2. Isa. 
lviii. 2. 2 Mace. ix. 18. 

8 ch. xiv. 10 al. see ch. vi. 8 reff. 
i,18, Xen. Mem. i. 5.6. 


** Souvat avT@ * Soap. 


am(with demid fuld tol lips-5, agst lipss) syr copt Andr Areth Primas. 


oc nv Badefk 2. 4. 26. 30. 40-1-2-8. 
e sil): om AC Brel vulg Andr Areth. 


AMOKAAYYVIS IQANNOY. 


* eon \ °F oe lst ondhl pete h» ? . 
él, fo wy Kat , 10) nv . ootoc, OTL TavTa exolvac 


: U , Mae) 
ice Maer tit Aéyovroc Nat, "Kuote o 
A « , 
kat ® dtkatae at ’ Kptoetc cov. 
8 \ e , ay) Ay ; ma , ~ »r VN Ay 
Kai o réraproc ekéyeev thv piadnv avrov emt Tov 
ve Vq 29! > ay Letom \ ’ 0 , 8? 
nrtoy, Kat 1 €00y avt@ “Kavjatioat trove avBowzouc * ev 
i. ‘ ven 14 ¢ Lol / 
9 kat "exavpatioOnoay ot avOowmo * kavua peya, 
\ ou? , 5. awe rad 0 a - 
kat “eGAaopnuncav tro “Ovoua tov Oeov Tov exovTo¢ 
, , > \ \ \ ’ $- Lee ker , 
eCovolay “ent tac mwAnyac Tavtac, Kat ov “ peTevonsay 


q constr., ‘ch. vi. 4. vii. 2. xili. 15al. Gen. xxxi.7. T bt 
t ch. vii. 16 only. Isa. xviii. 4. constr., Luke ii.8. Jobn vii. 24. 1 Tim. 


\. u ch. xiii. 6 reff. 4 
w constr., here only. infin., Col.iv, 6. 2 Pet. iii, 2. ver. 19. 1 Kings xvi. 1. 


XVI. 


6 es AiRene 
oTt aia 


& ce ae ae) ee td ° wu 
aytov kat * moogpnrwy * eyeav, kat ‘aia avroic dedw- 
HEvol atau. 


‘wv ~ . ¢ 
7 Kat nkovoa TOU Ovotacrnotov 
Bede 6° irwo, ° ddnbiwai 
£0¢ 0 TavToKoaTwo, aAnivat 


r Matt. xiii.6] Mk. onlyt. 


¥ usage aft. ¢Foua., ch. ii, 26 reff. 
x ch. xi, 18 reff. 


for 6 7)¥, 
rec aft nv ins Kat, with 1. 32-4. 51 (g 36, 
rec ins 6 bef oovoc, with bchn t. 6. 


10(sic) 17-8. 27. 34-5-6. 47-9. 51 Bt Andr Areth: om AC B rel Andr-coisl. 


6. rec (for dedwkac) €0., with B rel: txt AC. 
rec aft a&cou ins yap, with (92?) vulg-ed Areth: om AC 


mouty fk 30: txt AC. 


rec (for we) mecy, with B rel1: 


B rel 4 fuld(with lips-4 tol) Andr.—ort ator 16 copt ; wt digni vulg. 
7. rec ins aAdov ex bef rov Ovotaornotov, with 34; «x B1 Andr-a; gwryy ex 36: om 


AC rel fuld (and tol) syr-dd copt Bede. 


8. rec aft retaproc ins ayyéXoc, with rel 1 copt Andr Primas: om AC Badefg 


jk 14. 18-6-9. 26-7. 30-2-7. 48. 50 am(with fuld lips-5 tol) syr-dd eth Areth. 


&v 


mupt bef rove avOpwrovc Bab cej k 1m 2. 4.6.13-9, 26-7. 34(-5, e sil)-9. 40-1-2-7-8. 


50-1. 90: om ev zrupe 18, 


9. aft <Bracpnunoay ins o: avOpwzo B rel syr-dd Andr-cois! Areth: om AC g 1. 


18?. 36-8. 50! (n, e sil) vulg copt Andr Primas. 
ins ryv bef sfovoray Ah 10. 36-7. 49 Br Andr-p: om C B rel Andr Areth. 


ov, ovxe C, 


result of any manifested acts of His, but 
as an essential attribute confined to Him 
alone), because Thou didst judge thus 
(lit., these things :” viz. the issue men- 
tioned in ver. 4; the turning the drink- 
ing-water into blood: “Thou didst in- 
flict this judgment”): because (this Sr 
repeats the former Ort, cai following being 
“and :” not, as it might be taken, “be- 
cause they, &c., Thou hast also”) they 
shed the blood of saints and prophets, 
and Thou hast given them blood to drink 
(on the form of the inf., zéiv, see Winer, 
edn. 6, p. 81, § 15, and Anthol. xi. 140. 3, 
olc ob oKuppa éyety, ob meEiv Pidor): 
they are worthy (these words are made 
stronger by their asyndetous character). 
And I heard the altar saying (certainly 
the simplest understanding of these words 
is, that they involve a personification of 
the altar. dn the altar are the prayers of 
the saints, offered before God: beneath 
the altar are the souls of the martyrs ery- 


for To ovopa, evwrtov A, 
for 


ing for vengeance: when therefore the 
altar speaks, it is the concentrated testi- 
mony of these which ‘speaks by it), Even 
so, Lord God Almighty: true (reff.) and 
just are Thy judgments. 

8, 9.] And the fourth poured out his 
vial upon (no longer ¢éc) the sun: and it 
was given to it (the sun: not “to him,” 
the angel, as, strangely enough, Bengel 
and Hengstb., and Elliott, iii. 361. The 
angels throughout this vision are simply 
the pourers out of the vials, not the exe- 
cutors of the plagues. Besides which, the 
verb eavparifw, in a sentence where the 
sun is mentioned, can have but one refer- 
ence: see reff.) to scorch men (the Tovs is 
probably generic merely. If it is to be 
assigned a meaning, it may be, the men 
who have received the mark and number 
of the beast. But the other is more 
likely) ‘with (the éy of investiture : ‘the 
element in which the ‘scorching takes 
place) fire (not, as Hengstb., understand- 


AC Ba 


fon, 27 a 


4.6.9. 


10-3-6-720m 
8-9. 26- 
7. 30-2. — 
34 to 42. — 
47 to5l. | 


90. Br. 


~ 
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10 VS , ay, A ’ ’ Oa \ 
‘ iy. = Ww. t., 
Ka: o TEMTTOC e&éyecv THv gradny aurov emt Toy yy ren , 


, a \ ? € ey 4 
Ooovor tov Onpiov? Kat ¥ eyévero Bacirkta autov * éoxo- 
‘ 


ix. 8,7. ch. 
iii.2. Josh. 
ix. 12. 


, Nias nw is , » a ’ o , : 
TWHEVN, KL” EULAOWYTO TAG yAwooac autwv ° EK TOU © qoRH 2 ch ix.2. 


Eph. iv. 18 


1k SUNT fee , ry d \ ad > ~ » i 
vou, ~ Kat" BAacpnuncay tov “ Aeov tov * ovpavou ° &e Sh, °™ 
col c , > A \ ip r et cr > A Q » a here only. 
TwWY “TOvwY auTwY Kat EK Twv ° EXKWY QUTWY, Kat OU Jobxxx.4(5). 


Vif , ff? + , on 
METEVONTAY "EK TWY EVYWY aUTwY. 
12 K Vee pore ‘ , ’ om 8y'N A g 
ato extog eéyeev THY diadny avTov emi Tov © ToTa- 
\ \ , ‘ ’ , Salt ’ Nes 
pov tov * pnéyav tov Evgparny’ cat ° eEnoavOn ro vowp 
> ~ er ie Aa ee te rad lad > A 
avtov, iva ‘eromacby 7 od0e TwY Baciréwv TWY ao 


J avaroXne nAlov. 


ech. xxi.4. Col.iv.13 only. Isa.i.5. Ixv. 14. 
ix. 20, 21 only. i 
i Matt. iii. 3 || (from Isa. xl.8). Luke i.76 only. 


gch.ix.14, Gen. xv, 18 al, 


Ta dépuata 
Tey Jupew@y 
am 0d€pov- 
TES Eag- 


b = ver. 21. 
ch. xviii. 1. 
= a7, Matt. 
Xiv. 26 
al, fr. 

d ch, xi. 18 reff. e ver. 3. fch. ii. 21, 22. 

, b= Mark v, 20 only. Gen, viii.7, Zech. x. 11. 
jch. vii. 2 reff. 


10. rec aft wewmroc ins ayysdoc, with h m n (1) 10-7. 34 (35-6-7. 49 Br, e sil) copt 
Andr Areth Primas: om ACB rel am(with fuld lips-5 tol) syr-dd «th Tich Bede.— 


for mepmroc, ayyedoc 1. 


eoxoriopevn Ben 16. 


rec epacowvro, with B rel 


Andr Areth: txt AC abdfghkl11. 2. 6.9. 10-3-6-7-8-9. 37. 50. (euacovro |: 


spaowy 16.) 


12. rec aft exroc ins ayyedoc, with h m n 10-7, 34 (85-6-7-9. 49 Br, e sil) copt Andr 


Areth Primas Tich: om AC 8B rel am(with fuld lips-5 tol) syr-dd eth. 


om Tov 


[bef Edgoarny] B rel Areth: ins AC f g mn 18, 34. 47. 51 (35?) Andr. (d def.) 


ing atr@ of the angel, some fire other 
than the sun: but the glowing increased 
heat of the sun itself), and men were 
scorched with great heat (on the accus. 
after the passive verb which takes a double 
accus. in active, see reff., and Winer, edn. 
6, p. 205, § 32. 5), and blasphemed the 
name of God who hath power over these 
plagues, and did not repent to give Him 
glory (on the inf. epexegetic, see Winer, 
edn. 6, p. 284, § 44. 1). 

10, 11.] And the fifth poured out his 
vial upon the throne of the beast (given 
to it by the dragon, ch. xiii. 2, That is, 
on the spot where the power and presence 
of the beast had its proper residence) : 
and his kingdom (those lands which 
owned his rule) became darkened (as in 
the ninth Egyptian plague, Exod. x. 21 
ff., the darkness is specially sent over the 
land, not occasioned by any failure of the 
lights of heaven). And they (the inhabit- 
ants: the subjects of the beast. They 
are by and by identified with those who 
had received his mark) chewed their 
tongues (the word pacdopar is confined 
to the comedians and later Gr. prose. 7 
TOY yAwoowy paono THY VmEpSodry 
ripc O0bvne Ondo, says Andreas) from (é, 
of the source of the action: see reff.) 
their pain (viz. under which they were 
previously suffering : not, that occasioned 
by the darkness, which would not of itself 
occasion pain : see below), and blasphemed 
the God of heaven (see ch, xi. 13) by 
reason of (é« as above) their pains and 


their sores (these words bind on this judg- 
ment to that of the first and following 
yials, and shew that they are cumulative, 
not simply successive. The sores, and 
pains before mentioned, are still in force), 
and repented not of (see ch. ix. 20, 21) 
their works. 

12.] And the sixth poured out his 
vial upon the great river Euphrates: 
and its water was dried up, that the 
way of the kings which come from the 
rising of the sun might be prepared 
(notice, but not to be blindly led by it, 
the analogy of the sixth trumpet, also 
having reference to the river Euphrates. 
In order to understand what we here 
read, we must carefully bear in mind the 
context, From what follows under this 
same vial, we learn that the kings of the 
whole earth are about to be gathered 
together to the great battle against God, 
in which He shall be victorious, and they 
shall utterly perish. The time is now 
come for this gathering: and by the dry- 
ing up of the Euphrates, the way of those 
kings who are to come to it from the Hast 
is made ready. This is the only under- 
standing of these words which will suit 
the context, or the requirements. of this 
series of prophecies. For to suppose the 
conversion of Eastern nations, or the ga- 
thering together of Christian princes, to 
be meant, or to regard the words as re- 
lating to any auspicious event, is to intro- 
duce a totally incongruous feature into 
the series of vials, which confessedly re- 
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xO or Kat eidov ek Tov otosatog Tov CpaKkovToc 
. » , La 
h. xix. 20, a , r , a ee a 
sxl0only. & TOU GTOMATOG TOU Onotov Kal &« TOV oTOMAaTOG TOU 
"Sate x1 al z PY , 4 ) { } ika0a Ta ™ we " Ba- aka- 
att. x. . eee 
fr Zech ev ompognrov mvevpara Tela oy . : ! ‘oC 
m ch. i, 10 al Tpayou' 14 gioiv yao mvEeuvpata Sammoviwy Laie rai e. 
r. a ‘\ , , FON A fo ca) t 
h iy. P a 4 4 A TH OLKOU- 4. 6.9. 
opel onusta, a 9 Exmropeverar 1 emt TOU Bast Ele THC et oe 
7 al. constr., 


t re s - ? = ge 2 \ ’ 0 ae 
ch, iv. lal.fr. UEVNC oAne, ovuvayayely auTovG é&c¢ TOV ToAEuOV THC ae 


o ch, ix. 20. tts iy rf t , 7 4a 6 a -~u 
Gospp., pas- é [ eyan TOU EOU TOU TAVTO- 34 to 42. 
ote mikey inetvae Meee eee ee eT ae 
Tor. x, 20 Kpatopoc. dou EOXOual we KAEtTnG Hakapwoc 0 90. By — 
bis), 21 a \ rc «te iv ’ - \ \ 
(pis): 1Tim. © nyopwv Kat *Tnowyv Ta yatta avTov, wa py yupvoc 
iv. 1, 7? uh eo ey, Matt. iti 7. Joh . 83, 
ii. 19. . CV. 87. ch. xiii. 13 reff. Zech. vi. 6, 8. so ¢7i, Matt. iii. 7. John xix. 33. 
Bag ie alae ee aera oem le t = ch. vi. 17 reff. uch. i. 8 reff. 
v ch. iii. 3. w ch. iii. 2. x —Eph.iv.3 2Tim.iv.7. Jude6. Prov. iv. 23. 


om 2nd avrov 1. 
Andr : txt C B rel Areth. : 


13. homeotel in C 9. 27, croparog 1st to 2nd. 


rec avarodwy, with A hn 10-7. 38. 49 (37 Br, e sil) copt 


axaQapra bef rota B rel Andr- 


coisl Areth: om axa@apra 49: txt AC g hln 10-7-8. 36-8 (2. 16. 37-9 Br, e sil) vulg 


syr-dd Andr Primas. 
xouc j 18. 36-8 Areth: txt A B rel Andr. 


rec (for we Barpayxor) opora Barpaxorg, with 1t: we Barpa- 


14. rec (for datportwv) datporwy, with h n 1(?) 10-61-7-8. 34-8 (35-6-7. 49 Br, e sil) 


Andr: txt AB rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


Steph (for a ex.) exmopeverOar, with ¢ 


18 Andr-a: exzopevovra: B1 16. 36-9: txt A rel Andr Areth.—1 has exzopevecOar, but 


with a written over by an ancient hand. 


1* Andr-a: yn¢ 1: om A B rel syr-dd Andr Areth. 


with 34(-5-6 ?): ins A B rel Andr Areth. 
B rel syr-dd Andr Areth Promiss Primas.. 


present the “seven last plagues.” Andreas 
[see table in Prolegg.] explains it as 
above: and so Bleek, Ewald, De Wette, 
Diisterd., al.). 

18—16.] And I saw out of the mouth 
of the dragon (who is still in the pro- 
phetic scene, giving his power to the 
beast, ch. xiii. 2) and out of the mouth of 
the beast and out of the mouth of the 
false prophet (viz. the second beast of ch. 
xiii. 11 ff Cf. ch. xix. 20, xx. 10) three 
unclean spirits like frogs (in shape and 
character. In the entire absence of: Serip- 
ture symbolism,—for the only menition of 
frogs besides this is in, or in regard to, the 
relation of the plague in Egypt,—we can 
only explain the similitude from the un- 
cleanness, and the pertinacious noise, of 
the frog. Daubuz quotes from Philo, De 
Sacr. Abel et Cain, p. 95, dAX\ad raic¢ 
apbyore ddEatc, Aeyw OF Barpdyorg meo- 
OEic, Hxov Kai Pspor Epnnoy Toaypdrwv 
admoredovor: from Cicero ad Att., xv. 15, 
“vane pyropevover:” and from Artemi- 
dorus ii. 15, Barpayor O& dvdpacg vénrac 
k. Bwpodrsxovg mpoonnaivovor), for (ydp 
gives a reason for w¢ Bdarpayo.) they are 
spirits of devils doing’ miracles (this is a 
plain declaration of the interpretation of 
these three, and by it the limits of inter- 
pretation are clearly set, and must-not be 
everpassed, The explanation of these as 


rec ins yn¢ Kat tno bef orkouperne, with 
rec om roy [bef wo\spor ], 
om exetyne A fg 38 vulg copt Tich : ins 


any men, or sects of men, is therefore 
clearly wrong) which go forth over the 
kings of the whole earth (it is the uniform 
testimony of the prophetic Scriptures that 
the antichristian power shall work signs 
and wonders as means of deceiving man- 
kind: see Matt. xxiv. 24; 2 Thess. ii. 9) to 
gather them together to the war of that 
(or, the) great day of Almighty God (that 
day viz. which is explained in detail in the 
subsequent part of the prophecy, ch. xix. 
17 ff. This great gathering of the beast 
and the kings of the earth against God 
and the Lamb, is the signal for the imme- 
diate and glorious appearing of the Lord. 
And therefore follows an exhortation to be 
ready, and clad in the garments of righte- 
ousness, when He shall come). Behold, 
I come (the Seer speaks in the name of 
Christ) as a thief (that personal advent 
shall happen: when many least expect it, 
when the world is secure in the ungodli- 
ness of ages): blessed is he that watch- 
eth, and keepeth his garments, lest he 
walk naked and'they (men) see his shame 
(the figure is that of one apprehending . 
the thief’s coming, and therefore keeping 
watch in his clothes, not undressing, In 
the spiritual sense, the garments are the 
robe of righteousness put on by faith in 
Him who'is our Righteousness: and the 
walking naked.is that destitution. of these 
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a \ ? A , , et 

Teoumaty Kat * Brérwor thy ” acy nuoouvny avTov. 16 kat ¥ pur. impers, 

: ‘ ihe ae a ; ‘ 4 ch. xii. 6. 
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*"EBpatori “Appayedwv. 


A est? IP nw? 
W Kat o eBdou0¢ eGsy ev Thy guadny avrov éml Toy 


15. BrEzoverr 1. 
16. for rorov, zorapor A. 


only. = Exod. 


xx. 26. 
ach. ix. 11 reff, 


for appaysdwr, payedwy B rel vulg-mssf Tich-ms : 


txt A gh 1 m 4. 10-3-6-7-8. 34(-5-6 ?)-7-8-9. 47-9 Br, doppay. g m 47 al, hermag. am 
Tich.—rec -yed8wy, with B f 17 syr-dd Primas: txt A rel 4 vulg. 
17. rec aft eBdopo¢g ins ayyedoc, with h m n 1. 10-7. 34 (35-6-7. 49 Br, e sil) Andr 


Areth Primas: om A 8 rel am(with fuld lips-5 tol) syr-dd. 


garments which will at that day bring 
shame before assembled men and angels). 
And they (the unclean spirits, as is evident 
from ovyiyayev being merely a recital of 
the cuvvayaysiy before: not, the angel of 
the sixth vial, as Bengel; nor God, as 
Hengst. and Ebrard) collected them to- 
gether to the place which is called in 
Hebrew Harmagedon (it is evidently in 
the meaning of the Hebrew name of this 
place that its appropriate significance lies. 
For otherwise why should é8paitcri be 
prefixed to it? When St. John does this 
in his Gospel, in the cases of Bethesda, 
y. 2, Gabbatha, xix. 13, Golgotha, xix. 17, 
and in this book in the ease of Abaddon, 
ix. 11, it is each time not without such 
reference: see the notes in those places. 
But this circumstance does not deprive 
the name of geographical reality: and it 
is most probable on every account that 
such reality exists here. The words roy 
romov Tov Kadobpevoy would surely not 
be used except of a real place habitually 
so named, or by a name very like this. 
Nor need we search far for the place 
pointed out. ‘17077, the mountain of 
Megiddo, designates at least the neigh- 
bourhood where the Canaanitish kings 
were overthrown by Barak, Judg. v. 19; 
an occasion which gave rise to one of the 
two triumphal songs of Israel recorded in 
the O. T., and therefore one well worthy of 
symbolizing the great final overthrow of 
the Kings of the Earth leagued against 
Christ. That the name slightly differs 
from that given in the O. T. where it is 
the plain [2 Chron. xxxv. 22] or the 
waters [Judg. l. c.] of Megiddg, is of 
slight consequence, and may be owing to 
a reason which I shall dwell on below. 
The LXX in both places adopt the form 
which we have here, Mayed# or -000. 
Nor must it be forgotten, that Megiddo 
was connected with another overthrow 
and slaughter, viz. that of Josiah by Pha- 
raoh-Necho [2 Kings xxiii. 29; 2 Chron. 
ubi supra], which though not analogous 


rec (for et) ec, with 


to this predicted battle in its issue, yet 
served to keep up the character of the 
place as one of overthrow and calamity : 
cf. also Zech. xii. 11, and the striking de- 
scription, 2 Chron. xxxv. 25, of the ordi- 
nance of lamentation for Josiah. At Me- 
giddo also another Jewish King, Ahaziah, 
died of the wounds received from Jehu, 2 
Kings ix. 27. The prefix Har, signifying 
“mountain,” has its local propriety, see 
Stanley’s description of the plain of Es- 
draelon, in the opening of his Sinai and 
Palestine, ch. ix. And to the fisherman 
of the lake of Galilee, who would know 
Megiddo as he saw its background of 
highland lit up by the morning or evening 
sun across the plain from his native hills, 
the name would doubtless be a familiar 
one. Still there may have been a deeper 
reason which led to, or at all events justi- 
fied the prefix. As the name now stands, 
it has a meaning ominous of the great 
overthrow which is to take place on the 
spot. Drusius, believing the word to be 
merely a mystic one, explains it to be 
ti non, “internecio exercitus eorum,” 
he overthrow of their army. But, con- 
ceding and maintaining the geographical 
reality, must not we suppose that such a 
name, with such a sound, so associated 
with the past, bore to a Hebrew ear, when 
used of the future, its ominous signift- 
cance of overthrow? It is remarkable 
that in Zech. xii. 11, where the mourning 
for Josiah is alluded to, the LXX render 
not in the plain of Megiddo, but é» 
medip ékeomropévov: and this agrees 
with the interpretation of Andreas here, 
who supposes the name equivalent to dva- 
Kom). 

17—21.] And the seventh poured out 
his vial upon the air (the consequences 
are presently seen), and there came forth 
a voice out of the temple from the throne 
(the voice, as in ver. 1, of God Himself. 
This is rendered even more certain here 
by the addition of a0 Tov Opdvov) say- 
ing, It is done (the limitation of the 
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ch. i. 19-reff. 
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meaning of yéyovey to “that is done 
which was commanded,” viz. the outpour- 
ing of the seven vials, is in fact no limita- 
tion: for the plagues are the Jast plagues : 
if therefore they are done, all is done. 
But the declaration is of course prolepti- 
cally made, and imports that the outpour- 
ing of the seventh vial had done that 
which should accomplish all and bring in 
the end. One who had fired a train 
would say, “It is done,” though the ex- 
plosion had not yet taken place). And 
there were lightnings and voices and 
thunders (the usual accompaniments of 
the close of each series of visions, see ch. 
viii. 5, xi. 19. But, as before remarked, 
these phenomena occur here in rather a 
different connexion from that in the other 
two places. Here, they are more the 
result of the outpouring of the last vial, 
and they do not conclude, but only begin 
its effects, which do not cease until the 
destruction of Babylon and the great over- 
throw of the antichristian hosts): and 
there was a great earthquake (this may 
perhaps be not without connexion with 
the pouring out of the vial into the air: 
in the descriptions of earthquakes we read 
of the darkened and lurid appearance of 
the air preceding the shock) such as was 
not from the time when there was a 
man (not, “since man was:” the generic 


meaning would more probably be expressed 
by ot dvOpwroe éyévorro, as altered in 
rec.) upon the earth, such (on tnAtkod- 
Tos, see note on ref. Heb.) an earthquake 
so great. And the great city (Rome: cf. 
ch. xi. 8 and note, xiv. 8, xvii. 18, xviii. 
10, 16, 18, &e., 21) became into (i. e. was 
divided or split, scil. by the earthquake) 
three parts (see ch. xi. 13, where a similar 
judgment takes place at the end of the 
episode of the two witnesses. The three 
parts are supposed by Diisterd. to refer to 
the three arch-enemies just now men- 
tioned. But this is very uncertain: see 
on the tripartite division at ch. viii. 7), 
and the cities of the nations fell (not 
only the greatest city, but other great 
capitals of nations fell, from the violence 
and extent of the earthquake. We have 
its further consequences presently): and 
Babylon the great (mentioned specially, 
although really the same [see the places 
referred to above] with x wédic 1) wey adn, 
because of her special adulterous character 
to be hereafter described. The destruc- 
tion of the material city of Rome is but 
the beginning of the execution of ven- 
geance on the mystic Babylon) was re- 
membered before God (reff.), to give her 
the cup of the wine of the fierceness of 
His wrath (so E. V. for rod Qupod ric 
dpyic; “excandescentia ire,” Vitringa. 
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Acts i.19 and passim. elsw., Matt. xxiii. 21. Luke xiii, 4. ch, xii. 12 only. Hos.x.5. 1 Mace. iii. 34. 


21. for av@pwzrove, ovvove 1. 


Cuap. XVII. 1. for nd\Oev, eEnrOev A. rec aft Aeywy ‘ins pot, with n 1 eth 
Andr Tich: om A B rel vulg syr-dd copt arm Andr-coisl. om rwy (twice, the last 
two) A gm n 1. 34(-5-6) Hippol Andr: ins B rel Areth. 

2. rec ex r. ov. T. TOpY. av. bef or KaTorkovyreg THY ynv, with 1 copt: om EK rT. o1. 
r. 7. a. 40: txt A Brel vulg syr-dd arm Hippol Andr Areth Tich. 


Oupsc [0s] is the outbreak, dpyn the Jerusalem as each of a talent weight) 
temper of mind. See on Rom. ii.8: and descendeth from heaven on men (tots 
on the figure of the cup, ch. xiv. 8, note. av@p. must apparently be generic here: it 
The sense is, that all these material judg- can hardly mean the men ; for the plague 
ments were but prefatory; the divine in- is universal. See above on ver. 9): and 
tent, in the midst of them, being to make men blasphemed God by reason of the 
Babylon drink the cup of His wrath in her plague of the hail, because great is the 


judgment which follows): and every ~ plague of it exceedingly (i. e. mankind in 


island fled (the effects of the earthquake general,—not those who were struck by 
are resumed, the mention of Babylon the hailstones who would instantly die,— 
coming into remembrance being paren- s0 far from repenting at this great and 
thetical, and suggested by the great city final judgment of God, blasphemed Him 
having been split into three parts. On and were impenitent. The issue is diffe- 
the sense, see ch. vi. 14), and there were rent from that in ch. xi. 13, where the 
found no mountains (not as E. V., “the remnant repented and gave glory to God). 
mountains [ra don] were not found.” Cu. XVII. 1—XIX. 10.] Tur Jupe- 
The expression is far stronger than this: MrNT oF BaByton. <And herein; XVII. 
amounting to that in ch. vi. 14, that 1—6.] The description of Babylon under 
every mountain was removed out of its the figure of a drunken harlot, riding on 
place and was looked for in vain), and a the beast. And there came one of the 
great hail (see reff. Egypt is again in seven angels which had the seven vials 
view) as of a talent in weight (i. e. (we are not told which of the seven, and 
having each hailstone of that weight. it is idle to enquire. The seventh has 
Diod. Sic. xix. 45 speaks of hailstones of a been conjectured, because under the out- 
mina each in weight as being enormous: pouring of his vial Babylon was remem- 
carappaydvrwy ikaipync peyddwy op- dered) and talked with me saying, Hither 
Bowy, kai yadalng amiorov 76 péysBoc, (see reff.), I will shew thee the judgment 
prvaaiar yap émumrov, gore O bre cai of the great harlot that sitteth upon the 
peiZovce, were ToddAdg pév tev oixdy Many waters, with whom the kings of 
ouprimre Oud Td [apoc, ob« ddrjiyoug dé ‘the earth [have] committed fornication, 
cai roy avOpwrwy amd\AvoOa: andthe and they who inhabit the earth have 
talent contained sixty mine. Josephus, been made drunk from the wine (é, the 
in reff., speaks of the stones which were ‘wine having been the source of their 
thrown from the machines in the siege of drunkenness) of her fornication (the figure 
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her having been the object of their lustful 32 to 42, € 


here used, of a harlot who has committed \ ; 
desires? Inthe days of Imperial Rome, 47 to 51, — 


fornication with secular kings and peoples, 
is frequent in the prophets, and has one 
principal meaning and application, viz. to 
God’s church and people that had for- 
saken Him and attached herself to others. 
In eighteen places out of twenty-one 
where the figure occurs, such is its im- 
port ; viz. in Isa. i. 21; Jer. ii. 20, iii. 1, 
6, 8; Ezek. xvi. 15, 16, 28, 31, 35, 41, 
xxiii. 5, 19, 44; Hosea ii. 5, iii. 3, iv. 15 
[Micah i. 7]. In three places only is the 
word applied to heathen cities: viz. in 
Isa. xxiii. 15, 16 to Tyre, where, ver. 17, 


it is also said, “she shall commit fornica- © 


tion with all the kingdoms of the world 
upon the face of the earth:” and in Na- 
hum iii. 4 to Nineveh, which is called the 
well-favoured harlot, the mistress of witch- 
crafts, that selleth nations through her 
whoredoms, and families through her 
witchcrafts. And there the threat is pro- 
nounced of a very similar ruin to that 
which befalls Babylon here. So that the 
Scripture analogy, while it points to un- 
faithfulness and treachery against God’s 
covenant, also brings to mind extensive 
empire and wide-spread rule over the 
kingdoms of the earth. It is true, that 
as far as the image itself is concerned, 
pagan Rome as well fulfils its require- 
ments as Tyre and Nineveh. It will de- 
pend on subsequent features in the descrip- 
tion, whether we are to bound our view 
with her history and overthrow. Still, it 
will not be desirable to wait for the solu- 
tion of this question till we arrive at the 
point where those features appear: for by 
so doing much of our intermediate exe- 
gesis will necessarily be obscured. The 
decisive test then which may at once be 
applied to solve the question, is derived 
from the prophecy of the destruction of 
Babylon in ch. xviii. 2. It is to be laid 
utterly waste, and to “become the habi- 
tation of devils and the hold of every foul 
spirit, and a cage of every unclean and 
hateful bird.” Now no such destruction 
as this has yet befallen Rome, unless her 
transfer from pagan to papal rule be such 
a destruction, and the Pope and his eccle- 
siastics be described in the above terms. 
In an eloquent passage of Vitringa, he 
presses Bossuet with this dilemma. Again, 
it is said of this harlot, pe6’ Aco émdovev- 
cav ot Baodsic ric yg. But we may 
ask, if this be pagan Rome, who and what 
are these kings, and what is indicated by 


there were no independent kings of the 
earth except in Parthia and Persia. Rome 
in her pagan state, as described for the 
purpose of identification in ver. 18, was 
not one who intrigued with the kings of 
the earth, but  Eyovca Bacirsiay éExi 
Tov Baowtwy rig yii¢ : she reigned over 
them with undisputed and crushing sway. 

I do not hesitate therefore, induced 
mainly by these considerations, which will 
be confirmed as we proceed step by step in 
the prophecy, to maintain that interpreta- 
tion which regards papal and not pagan 
Rome as pointed out by the harlot of this 
vision. The subject has been amply dis- 
cussed by many expositors. I would espe- 
cially mention Vitringa, and Dr. Words- 
worth. 

The “sitting upon many waters” is 
said of Babylon in Jer. in reff., but has 
here a symbolical meaning; see below, 
ver. 15. On the éueOdo9noay see ch. 
xiv. 8. The same thing is said of Babylon 
in Jer. 1.c. But there she herself is the 
cup in the Lord’s hand). And he (the 
angel) carried me away to the wilder- 
ness (not, as Elliott, al., and even Diis- 
terd., “a wilderness.” Such inferences 
from the absence of the art. in this later 
Greek, never secure, are more than ever 
unsafe when a preposition precedes: and 
the usage of the LXX should have pre- 
vented any such rendering here. In no 
fewer than twenty places [see Tromm. ] 
they use the word épnyog anarthrously, 
where there can be no question that “ the 
wilderness” is the only rendering. In 
fact it may be questioned whether the 
expressly indefinite rendering, “@ wilder- 
ness,” is ever justifiable, except in case of 
predication, or junction with an adjective, 
without some further indication than the 
mere omission of the definite article after 
a preposition. Had it been intended 
here, we may safely say that sic rérov 
fonwov, or &ig Témoyv Tivd ~Eonuoy would 
have been used. The most natural way 
of accounting for the Seer being taken 
into the wilderness here, is that he was to 
be shewn Babylon, which was in the wil- 
derness, and the overthrow of which, in the 
prophecy from which come the very words 
Execev Execev BaBudwy [Isa. xxi. Oi; 18 
headed ré bpapa ris épyjpov. So that by 
the analogy of prophecy, the journey to 
witness the fall of Babylon would be ig 
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épnpov. The question of the identity of 
this woman with the woman in ch. xii. is 
not affected by that of the identity of this 
wilderness with that) in the spirit (see 
reff., and note on ch. i. 10): and I saw a 
woman sitting upon a scarlet beast (this 
beast is introduced as if a new appearance : 
but its identity with that mentioned be- 
fore, ch. xiii. 1 ff., is plain as the descrip- 
tion goes onward. For not to mention 
the features which the two have in com- 
mon, this beast, as soon as described, is 
ever after mentioned as rd @nopiov: and 
in ch. xix. 19, 20 the identity is expressly es- 
tablished. For there we read, ver. 19, 
that the beast and the kings of the earth 
make war against the Lamb, which beast 
can be no other than this on which the 
woman rides, cf. our vv. 12—14:—and in 
the next verse, ch. xix. 20, we read that the 
beast was taken, and the false prophet 
who did miracles before him, which beast 
can be no other than that of ch. xiii. See 
ver. 14 there. The identity of the two is 
therefore matter not of opinion, but of 
demonstration. The differences in appear- 
ance doubtless are significant. That with 
which we are now concerned, the scarlet 
colour, is to be understood as belonging 
not to a covering on the beast, but to the 
beast itself. It is akin to the colour of 
the dragon [auppég |, but as that is the 
redness of fire [see however ch. vi. 4], so 
is this of blood, with which both the beast 
and its rider are dyed. It was the colour, 
see ref. Heb., of the wool to be used in 
_ sprinkling the blood of sacrifice. There 
may be an allusion to the Roman im- 
perial purple: for the robe which was 
put on our Lord in mockery was Ké«kcvoc, 
ref. Matt. But this is more probably con- 
veyed by its own proper word in the next 
verse. By the woman sitting on the 
wild beast, is signified that superintend- 
ing and guiding power which the rider 
possesses over his beast: than which no- 
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thing could be chosen more apt to repre- 
sent the superiority claimed and exercised 
by the See of Rome over the secular king- 
doms of Christendom), full of the names 
of blasphemy (for the construction with 
accus., see reff., and Winer, edn. 6, p. 205, 
§ 32.5. The names of blasphemy, which 
were found before on the heads of the 
beast only, have now spread over its whole 
surface. As ridden and guided by the 
harlot, it is tenfold more blasphemous in 
its titles and assumptions than before. 
The heathen world had but its Divi in the 
Ceesars, as in other deified men of note: 
but Christendom has its “most Chris- 
tian” and “most faithful” Kings, such 
as Louis XIV. and Philip II.; its “De= 
fenders of the faith,” such as Charles II. 
and James II.; its society of unprin- 
cipled intriguers called after the sacred 
name of our Lord, and working Satan’s 
work “ad majorem Dei gloriam ;” its “holy 
office” of the Inquisition, with its dens 
of darkest cruelty ; finally its “patrimony 
of St. Peter,” and its “holy Roman Em- 
pire ;’ all of them, and many more, new 
names of blasphemy, with which the wo- 
man has invested the beast. Go where 
we will and look where we will in Papal 
Christendom, names of blasphemy meet 
us. The taverns, the shops, the titles 
of men and of places, the very insurance 
badges on the houses, are full of them), 
having seven heads and ten horns (as in 
its former appearance, ch. xiii. 1 ; inherited 
from the dragon, ch. xii. 3. These are 
presently interpreted : we now return to 
the description of the woman herself). 
And the woman was clothed in purple 
(St. John’s own word, even to its peculiar 
form, see reff., for the mock-imperial robe 
placed on our Lord: and therefore bearing 
probably here the same signification ; but 
not in mockery, as Bede, “fucus simulati 
regiminis:” for the empire is real) and 
scarlet (sce above. This very colour is 
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not without its significance: witness the 
Cardinals, at the same time the guiding 
council of the Church and princes of the 
State), [and] gilded with gold and with 
(the ceypvowpévn is zeugmatically carried 
on) precious stone and with pearls (this 
description needs no illustration for any 
who have witnessed, or even read of, the 
pomp of Papal Rome: which, found as 
it is every where, is concentrated in the 
city itself), holding a cup of gold in her 
hand full of abominations and of the 
impure things (the change of construc- 
tion is remarkable: for such it must be 
accounted, and not, with Diisterd., the 
accus. governed by éyovca. It seems to 
be made, not to avoid an accumulation of 
genitives, as Hengstb., but to mark a dif- 
ference between the more abstract de- 
signation of the contents of the cup as 
Bdedvypara, and the specification of them 
in the concrete as rd acaQaora «.r.d.) of 
her fornication (this cup is best taken 
altogether symbolically, and not as the 
cup in the Mass, which, however degraded 
by her blasphemous fiction of transubstan- 
tiation, could hardly be called by this 
name, and moreover is not given, but de- 
nied by her to the nations of the earth. 
That she should have represented herself 
in her medals as holding forth this cup 
[with the remarkable inscription, “ sedet 
super universam ;” see Elliott, vol. iv. p. 
30, plate], is a judicial concidence rather 
than a direct fulfilment), and [having] 
upon her forehead a name written (as was 
customary with harlots; so Seneca, Con- 


om 2nd ca: B rel Andr-coisl Areth: ins A17. 18 (ec fgh16. 


trov. i. 2, in Wetst.: “Stetisti puella in 
nomen tuum pependit a 
fronte: pretia stupri accepisti :”” and Juv. 
Sat. vi. 123 of Messallina, “Tune nuda 
papillis Constitit auratis, titulum mentita 
Lyciscee”), Mystery (is this word part of 
the name, or not ? On the whole it seems 
more probable that it is. For though no 
such word would in the nature of things 
be attached to her forehead as part of her 
designation, so neither would the descrip- 
tion which follows BaBudwy 2) peyadn, to 
which the word pvornpoy seems partly 
to refer. But whether part of the name 
or not, the meaning will be the same: viz. 
that the title following is to be taken in a 
spiritual and an enigmatical sense : com- 


-pare ch. i. 20, and 2 Thess. ii. 7), Babylon 


the great, the mother of the harlots and 
of the abominations of the earth (i.e. 
not only first and greatest of these, but 
herself the progenitress and origin of the 
rest. All spiritual fornication and corrup- 
tion are owing to her, and to her example 
and teaching). And I saw the woman 
drunken with the blood of the saints and 
with the blood of the witnesses of Jesus 
(as the Seer contemplates the woman, he 
perceives that she is drunken: and from 
what is revealed to him, and from her 
symbolic colour of blood, he assigns the 
cause of that intoxication. Wetst. quotes 
Plin. H. N. xiv. 28, “quo facile intelligi- 
tur ebrius jam sanguine civium, et tanto 
magis eum sitiens”). And I wondered, 
when I saw her, with great wonder 


(what was the ground of the Seer’s asto- 
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nishment? One doubtless might be as- 
signed, which would at once account for 
any degree of such emotion. If this 
woman is the same as he before saw, who 
fled into the wilderness from the face of 
the dragon, “the faithful city become an 
harlot ” [Isa. i. 21], he might well won- 
der. And certainly there is much in fa- 
vour of such a supposition. It has been 
taken up by some considerable expositors, 
such as Auberlen [Der Prophet Daniel, 
pp- 278 ff.], who has argued earnestly but 
soberly for it. There is one objection to 
it, which has been made more of in this 
place than perhaps it deserves. It is, 
that in the Angel’s replication to St. 
John’s wonder, no allusion is made to this 
circumstance as its principal ground. 
But, it may well be replied, this would be 
just what we might expect, if the fact of 
identity were patent. The Seer, versed in 
the history of man’s weakness and de- 
pravity, full of O. T. prophetic thoughts 
and sayings, would need no solution of 
the fact itself: this would lie at the 
ground of his wonder, and of the angel’s 
explanation of the consequences which 
were to follow from it. Auberlen very 
properly lays stress on the fact, that the 
joint symbolism of the wilderness and the 
woman could not fail to call up in the 
mind of the Seer the last occasion when 
the two occurred together: and insists 
that this symbol must be continuous 
throughout. Without going so far as to 
pronounce the two identical, I think we 
cannot and ought not to lose sight of the 
identity of symbolism in the two cases. 
It is surely meant to lie beneath the sur- 
face, and to teach us an instructive lesson. 
| We may see from it two prophetic truths : 
first, that the church on earth in the 
main will become apostate and faithless, 
cf. Luke xviii. 8: and secondly, that 
while this shall be so, the apostasy shall 


rec (for vraye:) urayev, with B rel 1 Hippol Andr Promiss: 


not embrace the whole church, so that the 
second woman in the apocalyptic vision 
should be absolutely identical with the 
first. The identity is, in the main, not to 
be questioned: im formal strictness, not 
to be pressed. This being so, I should 
rather regard St. John’s astonishment as 
a compound feeling, occasioned partly by 
the enormity of the sight revealed to 
him, partly also by the identity of the 
symbolism with that which had been the 
vehicle of a former and altogether different 
vision). 

%—18.] Explanation by the angel of 
the mystery of the woman and of the 
beast. And first, 7—14.] of the beast. 
And the angel said to me, Wherefore 
didst thou wonder? I will tell to thee 
the mystery (which, be it noted, is but 
one) of the woman and of the wild-beast 
that carrieth her, which hath the seven 
heads and the ten horns. The beast 
which thou sawest, was, and is not, and 
shall come up out of the abyss, and goeth 
to perdition (these words have been a 
very battle-field for apocalyptic expositors, 
whose principal differing interpretations 
are far too long to be given at all intelligi- 
bly here, but will be seen best in their own 
works, and compendiously but fairly stated 
in the notices in Mr. Elliott’s fourth 
volume. What is here required, is that 
I should give a consistent account of that 
solution which I have been myself led to 
adopt. 1) It will not be supposed, with 
the general view which I have taken of 
the beast as the secular persecuting power, 
that I am prepared to accede to that 
line of interpretation which makes the 
whole vision merely descriptive of the 
Seer’s own time, and of the Roman em- 
perors then past, present, and expected. 
Against such a view it seems to me the 
whole imagery and diction of the vision 
protest: and this it will be my endeavour 
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to shew as each of their details comes 
under my notice. If, as universally ac- 
knowledged, our prophecy be a taking up 
and continuation of that of Daniel, then we 
are dealing with larger matters and on a 
wider scale than such a limited interpreta- 
tion would imply. 2) Nor again, after the 
meaning assigned above to the harlot and 
her title, will it be expected that I should 
agree with those who take her as, accord- 
ing to the letter of our ver. 18, strictly con- 
fined in meaning to the material city of 
Rome. She zs that city: but she is also 
pvornotov. She is herself a harlot, an 
apostate and faithless church; but she is 
also a mother: from her spring, of her 
nature partake, with her shall be de- 
stroyed, all the fornications and abomina- 
tions of the earth, though they be not in 
Rome, though they be not called by her 
name, though in outward semblance they 
quarrel with and oppose her. 3) The 
above remarks will lead their intelligent 
reader to expect, that the present words 
of our text, which are in the main repro- 
ductive of the imagery of ch. xiii. 1—4, 
will be interpreted as those were inter- 
preted, not of mere passing events and 
persons, but of world-wide and world-long 
empires and changes. 4) Having thus in- 
dicated the line of interpretation which I 
shall follow, I reserve the details for ver. 
10, where they necessarily come before 
us): and they shall wonder who dwell 
upon the earth, of whom the name is not 


written upon (the accus. as so often in 
this book) the book of life from the foun- 
dation of the world (these latter words, 
even in ordinary N. T. Greek, would be- 
long to yéyoamra:, and the art. r6 would 
be wanted to connect them with rd B.B- 
Niov rie Zwic. But it is by no means 
certain, in the loose Greek of the Apoca- 
lypse, whether these accuracies must be 
insisted on. Judging by the analogy of 
ch. xiii. 8 [see note there], adm6 «ar. 
cdapov belongs to that which immediately 
precedes it: as indeed it does in every 
place where it occurs in which its con- 
nexion might be ambiguous. I prefer 
therefore to follow analogy, rather than to 
insist on philological accuracy in a book 
where its rules are manifestly not ob- 
served), seeing (the reader expects )é- 
movrec, to agree with of karotkovvrec: 
but instead, we have BAerévrwy, agreeing 
with wy by attraction) the beast that he 
was and is not and shall come again (see 
for full explanation, below on vy. 9, 10). 
Here [is] the mind that hath wisdom 
(by these words, as in ch. xiii. 18, attention 
is bespoken, and spiritual discernment 
challenged, for that which follows). The 
seven heads are seven mountains, where 
(= é¢’ @y, on which) the woman sitteth 
[upon them] (é7’ adréy, the well-known 
Hebraistic redundancy of construction after 
ég’ @y, here expressed by ézov.—By these 
words, no less plainly than by ver. 18, 
Rome is pointed out. Propertius, iii. 11, 57, 
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41-7-9. 51 Br, e sil) vulg syr-dd Hippol Andr Primas Promiss. 
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by a remarkable coincidence, unites both 
descriptions in one line: “Septem urbs 
alta jugis, toto que presidet orbi.’ The 
more remarkable out of the very many 
testimonies to Rome being thus known, 
are those of Horace, Carmen Seculare, 7, 
«Di quibus septem placuere colles :” Virg. 
in. vi. 782, “Illa inclyta Roma Impe- 
rium terris, animos equabit Olympo, Sep- 
temque una sibi muro circumdabit arces :” 
where Servius annotates, “alii dicunt 
breves septem colliculos a Romulo inclusos, 
qui tamen aliis nominibus appellabantur : 
alii volunt hos ipsos qui nunc sunt a Ro- 
taulo inclusos, hoc est Palatinum, Quirina- 
lem, Aventinum, Celium, Viminalem, Ats- 
quilinum, et Janicularem.” See also 
Georg. ii. 584: Cicero, ad Att. vi. 5, é 
doreoc émrahdpov: Martial iv. 64, speak- 
ing of Julius Martial’s gardens on the 
Janiculum, “ Hine septem dominos videre 
montes, Et totam licet sstimare Romam :” 
Varro de L. L. iv., “Dies Septimontium 
nominatus ab his septem montibus in queis 
sita Roma est :’—and so Plutarch, Probl. 
Rom. p. 280 D, rd Lewripovytioy dyovoww 
tri Tp Tov EBdopov Adgov TH TOAEL TPOC- 
KaraveunOjva, Kai rnv ‘Pwoyny énra- 
Aogoy yevéioOar. See very many more in 
Wetst., and a copious catena of citations in 
Dr. Wordsworth’s Letters to M. Gondon 
on the Church of Rome, Let. xi. Also 
the coin of Vespasian figured in Elliott, 
vol. iv. p. 30): and they are seven kings 
_ (let us weigh well the significance of this 
indication furnished by the angel. The 
seven heads have a reference to the woman, 
who sits upon the beast to whom they be- 
long: and, as far as this reference is con- 
cerned, they are hills, on which she sits. 
But they have also another reference—to 
the beast, of which they are the heads: 
and as far as this other reference is con- 
cerned, they are kings. Not, be it no- 
ticed, kings over the woman, nor kings of 
the city symbolized by her : but kings in a 
totally different relation, viz. that to the 
beast of which they are heads. So that to 
interpret these kings as emperors of Rome, 
or as successive forms of government over 
Rome, is to miss the propriety of the sym- 
bolism and to introduce utter confusion. 
They belong to the beast, which is not 
Rome, nor the Roman Empire, but a gene- 
ral symbol of secular antichristian power. 
They are in substance the same seven 
Vou. IV. 


crowned heads which we saw on the dragon 
in ch. xii. 3: the same which we saw, with 
names of blasphemy on them, on the beast 
of ch. xiii. 1, to whom the dragon gave his 
power and his throne). The five (i. e. the 
first five out of the seven) fell (Angl., “are 
fallen.” Of whom is this word used? Is it 
one likely to be chosen to describe the mere 
passing away of king after king in an em- 
pire more or less settled? One appro- 
priate to Augustus and Tiberius, who died 
in their beds? Or again is it one which 
could well be predicated of the govern- 
ment by consuls, which had been absorbed 
into the imperial power, or of that by 
dictators, which had merely ceased ad 
tempus swmi, because it had become per- 
petual in the person of one man? Had 
Roman emperors been meant by the seven 
kings, or successive stages of government 
over Rome [even supposing these last 
made out, which they never have been], 
we should in vain have sought any pre- 
cedent, or any appropriate meaning, for 
this érecay: “have passed away” would 
be its constrained and unexampled senses 
But let the analogy of Seripture and of 
this book itself guide us, and our way will 
be clear enough. émecey ézecev is the 
cry over Babylon herself. imrw is used 
in the LXX constantly, and in ref. Dan., 
of the violent fall, the overthrow, either 
of kings or of kingdoms: it is a word 
belonging to domination overthrown, to 
glory ruined, to empire superseded. If 
I understand these five of individual suc- 
cessive kings, if I understand them of 
forms of government adopted and laid 
down on occasion, I can give no account 
of this verb: but if I understand them of 
forms of empire, one after another head- 
ing the antichristian secular power, one 
after another violently overthrown and 
done away, I have this verb in its right 
place and appropriate sense. Hgypt is 
fallen, the first head of the beast that 
persecuted God’s people, Ezek. xxix., xxx. : 
Nineveh is fallen, the bloody city, Nahum 
iii. 1—19: Babylon is fallen, the great 
enemy of Israel, Isa, xxi. 9; Jer. L., li., 
al.: Persia is fallen, Dan. x. 18, xi. 2: 
Grecia is fallen, Dan. xi. 3, 4. Thus, 
and as it seems to me thus only, can 
we do justice to the expression. Nor 
is any force done thus to Baoirsic, but 
on the contrary it is kept wt its strict 
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prophetic import, and to the analogy of 
that portion of prophecy which is here 
especially in view. For in Dan. vii. 17 we 
read these great beasts which are four are 
four kings, p?72; not Baowsiat, as LXX 
and Theodotion), the one is (the Roman), 
the other (required to complete the seven) 
is not yet come (I agree with Auberlen, 
der Prophet Daniel, pp. 304 ff., in regard- 
ing this seventh as the Christian empire 
beginning with Constantine : during whose 
time the beast in his proper essence, in 
his fulness of opposition to God and His 
saints, ceases to be), and when he’ shall 
come he must remain a little time (cer- 
tainly the impression we derive from these 
words is not as Diisterd., al., that his 
empire is to be of very short continuance, 
but the ddiyor, as in ref. 1 Pet., gives the 
idea of some space not assigned, but 
vaguely thus stated as “some little time.” 
The idea given is rather that of duration 
than of non-duration. Herodotus, iv. 81, 
says of the river Exampeus, rod kai 
oXiyor TL TpOTEpOY TOVTWY pYHuNY Elyov, 
but it was twenty-nine chapters back. 
See to the usage of this book itself, ch. ii. 
14, 11. 4; not xii. 12, where the context 
decides éXiyov to be emphatic. Here, the 
stress is on det peivat, and not on dXdtiyor : 
on the fact of some endurance, not on its 
being but short). And the beast, which 
was and is not (as in ver. 8, whose pecu- 
liar power and essence seem suspended 
while the empire is Christian by profes- 
sion. But observe, the seventh is for all 
that a veritable head, and like the others 
carries names of blasphemy. The beast is 
not actually put out of existence, but has 
only received a deadly wound which shall 
be again healed, see ch. xiii. 8, notes), he 
himself also is the eighth, and is of the 
seven, and goeth unto perdition (this 
eighth, the last and worst phase of the 
beast, is not represented as any one of his 
heads, but as being the beast himself in 


txt B rel? 1. 


rec add’, with 1.10 &e: 


actual embodiment. 
not, “one of the seven,” but, the succes- 
sor and result of the seven, following and 
springing out of them. And he éf¢ amw- 
Asay twdye—does not fall like the 
others, but goes on and meets his own 
destruction at the hand of the Lord Him- 
self. There can be little doubt in the 
mind of the student of prophecy, who is 
thus described: that it is the ultimate 
antichristian power, prefigured by the 
little horn in Daniel, and expressly an- 
nounced by St. Paul 2 Thess. ii. 3 ff, 
as 0 vidc Tig amwrsiag,—as 6 avopoc, 
dy 6 KdpLog “Inoode avedei TH TWredpare 
Tov oTéparoc avbTov, Kai KaTapynoe Ty 
émipaveia THE Mapovaiac abroi). ei 
the ten horns which thou sawest, are 
ten kings (not necessarily personal kings : 
see on ver. 10 above: but kingdoms, 
regarded as summed up in their kings) 
which (ottwes, kings of that kind who) 
have not yet received a kingdom, but 
receive power as kings (the ds Baoidti¢ 
is somewhat enigmatical. Auberlen sug- 
gests, whether the kingly power itself 
may not have passed away from these 
realms in the days of antichristian mis- 
rule, and thus their power be only as 
Baorsic. But this seems inconsistent 
with their being called Baoisic. Rather 
I would say the @s represents the reserva- 
tion of their kingly rights in their alliance 
with the beast) one hour (i. e. during the 
space of one hour: just as 7piwpoy in ch. 
viii. 1 is during the space of half an hour. 
Some, e. g. Vitringa, Elliott, Wordsworth, 
have upheld the meaning, for piavy doar 
pera, of “at one and the same time with.” 
From the use of zoiay épay in ch. iii. 3, 
we might concede such usage to be within 
the bare limits of possibility ; though 
even thus the piay perd, for “one and 
the same with,” is a hard saying. But 
we are not to enquire in our exegesis, 
what may possibly be, but what probably 
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13. exovory bef yvwpny B rel Andr-coisl: exovow yuvatea (sic: om cat) k: txt 


A gh 1. 10-7-8. 36 (16. 37. 49 Br, e sil) vulg Hippol. 


rec ins tnv bef eFovoray, 


with rel 1 Hippol Andr: om ABacfgk12. 4. 9. 13-6. 26-7. 30-2-3-4-8-9. 41-2-9. 51 


Andr-coisl Areth. (d def.) 
Hippol Andr Areth. 


rec eavtwy, with 1. 33 (40-2, e sil): txt A B rel 
rec (for didoactv) dtadidwoovery, with (none of our mss) 


vulg copt Tich Primas: dwoovow 18 Andr-a: dtadwoovow 33 Hippol: txt A B rel 
1(dtacty with do written over) am syr-dd arm Andr Areth Iren-lat. 


14. aft «nro ins ore 1. 
15. for Ayer, eemev A; diwit vulg lat-ff. 


16. rec (for 2nd cat) ex, with 33(?)(-4, e sil) Areth: txt AB rel 1 am(with demid 


4 
is. And I venture to say that but for a 
preconceived opinion, no one would ever 
have thought of any other meaning for 
these words than the ordinary one, “ for 
the space of one hour.” And thus ac- 
cordingly we will take them, as signifying 
some definite space, unknown to us, thus 
designated : analogous in position to the 
éXtyov above) together with (i. e. in con- 
junction with, allied with: their power 
will be associated with his power) the 
beast (who are these? The answer seems 
to be furnished us in Dan. vii. 23 ff. 
They are ten kingdoms which shall arise 
out of the fourth great kingdom there: 
ten European powers, which in the last 
time, in concert with and subjection to 
the antichristian power, shall make war 
against Christ. In the precise number 
and form here indicated, they have not 
yet arisen. It would not be difficult to 
point out the elements and already con- 
solidating shapes of most of them: but in 
precise number we have them not as yet. 
What changes in Europe may bring them 
into the required tale and form, it is not 
for us to say). These have (the present 
is used in describing them, though they 
have not yet arisen) one mind (one and 
the same view and intent and consent), 
and give their might and their power to 
the beast (becoming his allies and moving 
at his beck). These shall war with the 
Lamb (in concert with the beast, ch. xix. 
19), and the Lamb shall conquer them, 
because He is Lord of lords and King of 
kings, and they who are with Him 


(vienoovcty abrovg also: the verb is im- 
plied in »«joe above) called and chosen 
(all the called are not chosen, Matt. xx. 
16, xxii. 14: but all that are chosen are 
first called, 2 Pet. i. 10) and faithful (this 
way of taking this clause is far better 
than with Bengel to make kd. «. éed. Kk. 
morot into predicate, “and they that are 
with him are called and chosen and faith- 
ful.” For 1) it can clearly be no co-ordi- 
nate reason with the other assigned for 
the Lamb’s victory, that His followers 
are, &c., and 2) the arrangement of the 
sentence seems against this view, seeing 
that in the former case the predicate is 
put forward, and in this we should have 
expected it also: wai «A. «. ékAeKr. cK. 
moTol ot per adrov). 

15—18.] Explanation of various par- 
ticulars regarding the harlot, and of the 
harlot herself. And he saith to me, The 
waters which thou sawest, where (ov, 
like Jzov in ver. 9, = é¢’ wv) the harlot 
sitteth, are peoples and multitudes and 
nations and languages (so in Isa. viii. 7, 
the king of Assyria and his invading 
people are compared to the waters of the 
river, strong and many. There is also 
doubtless an impious parody intended in 
the position of the harlot to that of Him 
who sitteth above the water-flood and re- 
maineth King for ever, Ps. xxix. 10). 
And the ten horns which thou sawest, 
and the beast (viz. in that compact and 
alliance just now mentioned), these shall 
hate the harlot (we now enter upon pro- 
phetic particulars other than those re- 
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a Matix : ) cat? Eyny ° rouoovew avtny 

25 4L. ch. sae sia, aan as ld vn cgciee } ) 
ioaly.” Kat yupynyv, Kat Tac & caokag avuTn¢ payortat, Kal 4. 9. 
Ezek. xxvi. > \ d ’ ’ ’ 17* ry rf ‘ e 73 

ae xxxvi.2 GQuTyy KaTaKavoovol’ EV TUL. o yao Weog — sOwKEV 

b = ch. xii. 15. , 


? A , Pecan a ‘ f > rs \ 

Gensxxxive Ste Prac Kaoclag auTwy ToMoal THY yvwLNnY auTOV [Kart 

380. rn , , \ ~~ \ , o ww 

i : 8 x , 

¢ ch. xix, 18. mwunv pulayv,| Kat Oovvat THVv Bact elav QauT@) 
Levit Xxvi. moncar 0h env a n 


a , , hb ’ € , a r 18 ‘ 
ects TO Onotw, ayer" reAecOnoovrar o1 Aoyor TOV Oeov. Kat 
reff.&note. ¢ Via id a ej ae nfl x * of = 

deh. vili7. Mm yuvn nv ELoec EGTIV n  TOALC 7 feyadAn n &xovoa Pact 
xviii. 8. Jer. ; SA ein , fy ies a 

oi civ, AElaY ETL TwWY Baotréwv TNC YNC- 

8. Heb. viii. A 
10, from Jer. xxxviii. (xxxi.) 33, Neh. vii. 5. f= here only. Ezra vii. 23. g = ver. 13. 


h = ch, x.7.- John xix. 80, ich. xvi. 19. 


fuld lips-5) syr-dd Hippol Andr Primas. om cat yupyny B-txt (Tisch) cj 1. 50-txt. 
—aft yuprny ins zomoovow avtny B-marg rel Andr-coisl Areth: om A g 32 (16-8. 
38, e sil) Andr-coisl Areth. cavoovoryr 1. om ey B m Andr-coisl. ; 

17. om Kat rouncat yywpny poay A vulg Andr-a Tich.—rec pray bef yywpuny, with 
1.17 Andr-p: pay yrwuny avtrwy g: yvwopny avrwy m: yrwpny pay B rel Andr- 
coisl Areth. for 2nd avrwy, avrw A: avrov Bf: txt g rel. rec Te\ec@n 
(with none of our mss): reAeoOworv B rel Andr-coisl Areth: txt A h 1. 10-7-9. 27. 37. 
49. 51 Br Hippol Andr. rec (for ot Aoyot) ra pnuara (with none of our mss) : txt 
A B rel 1 Hippol Andr Areth. 


* 18. ins ext bef rng yng B-corrabdek] 2. 9. 13-9. 26-7. 30-3. 40-1-2. 50: rwy emt 


16. 39. 


vealed in the vision, where the harlot 
was sitting on the beast. Previous to 
these things coming to pass, she ,must 
be cast down from her proud position), 
and shall make her deserted and naked 
(contrast to ver. 4. Her former lovers 
shall no longer frequent her nor answer 
to her call: her rich adornments shall 
be stripped off. See shall lose, at the 
hands of those whom she formerly se- 
duced with her cup of fornication, both 
her spiritual power over them and her tem- 
poral power to adorn herself), and shall 
eat her flesh (batten upon her:spoils ; con- 
fiscate her possessions: or perhaps, as the 
same expression, Ps, xxvii. 2; Micah iii. 
2 ff., where it is used to indicate the ex- 
treme vengeance of keen hostility. So 
Xen. Hell. iii. 3. 6, says of the hatred be- 
tween the Helots, Periceci, &c., and the 
pure Spartans, 67rov ydp ty rovrote [the 
Helots, &ce.] rig Adyog yévorro epi 
Yrapriaroy, ovdiva Sbvacbar eodmwrew 
TO par) odY HOEWC Ay Kal WOpdy icOiew ad- 
7@y), and shall consume her with (in) 
fire (Diisterd. remarks that in the former 
clause the figure of a woman is kept: in 
this latter the thing signified, a city. But 
this need not absolutely be; the woman 
may be here also intended: and.all the 
more probably, because the very words éy 
mupi katakavoovo are quoted from the 
legal formula of the condemnation of 
those who had committed abominable for- 
nications: ef. Levit. xx. 14, xxi. 9. The 
burning of the city would be a signal 


fulfilment: but we cannot positively say 
that that, and nothing else, is intended). 
For God put it (reff.: the aor. is pro- 
leptic) into their hearts to do His mind, 
and to make one mind (oujoa: is in the 
same sense each time—to put in practice: 
this they do in regard both to God’s mind 
and their own common mind, the two 
being the same. The identity is not 
asserted, which would require r2)v piay 
yvopny avroy, but implied), and to give 
their kingdom (i. e., as above, the au- 
thority of their respective kingdoms) to 
the beast, until the words of God shall 
be fulfilled (the prophetic words or dis- 
courses,—not phpara, but Adyot,—re- 
specting the destruction of Babylon). 
And the woman whom thou sawest, is 
the great city, which hath kingdom over 
the kings of the earth (every thing here 
is plain. The “septem urbs alta jugis toto 


que preesidet orbi,” Propert., can be but | 


one, and that one Romn. ‘The pres. part., 
7 &xovoa, points to the time when the 
words were uttered, and to the dominion 
then subsisting. It has already been seen, 
that the prophecy regards Rome pagan 
and papal, but, from the figure of an 
harlot and the very nature of the predic- 
tions themselves, more the latter than the 
former. I may observe in passing, that 
the view maintained recently by Diisterd., 
after many others, that the whole of these 
prophecies regard Pagan Rome only, re- 
celves no countenance from the words of 
this verse, which this school of Com- 
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XVIII. 1 Mera ravra cidov aAXov dyyeAov Kata=isinkexi., | 

> ol » an Pd ’ t 3 

Batvovra &K TOV OUpavou, EXOVYTa eSovctav peyadny, kat i” (foes 
" - 2 , 6 k> a 36 ts D) Vo , xiii. 2.) 

yn Epwria NH  €&K TIE oéne auTou. Kal exoatey &v beh 

= = st “1 j é - = umTo, 
toxupa pwvy déywv ™”Ereoev trecev ™ BaPuAwy yee pe='; Behe 
- = *- = ~Vaede 
(ch. v. 2 al.) 


Ms b ’ 
yaXn, Kat eyevito " KaTotknTnotoy ° datwoviwy Kat ° purAaKn Dan. vi. 20 
€or 


A , ’ 

q ; \ 
mavrog ‘avevpatrog “‘axafaptrov Kai ” gpvraky mavrog ™h.xv.8 
r > ie r? ) t \s , 3.40 » at lal n Eph. ii..22 

opvsov “ akaUaprov kat * usutonuévov, ° Ore EK TOV * AuUpOU ” only. ‘Jer. 
ix. 11. 


p=here only. Hab.ii.1. Baruch iii. 34. Xen. 
r see Deut. xiv.11. Acts x,14. Iga, xxxiv. 
t see ch. xiv. 8. xvii, 2 reff. 


o ch, ix. 20 al. Isa. xiii. 21,22. Baruch iv. 35. 
Hell. v. 4. 49. q.ch. xvi.13. Zech. xiii. 2. 
11 ff. xiii. 21,22. Zurn. ii. 14. s = here only. 


Cuap. XVIII. 1. rec at beg ins eat, with hl m 1. 10-7. 34-5-6 (37-8. 49 Br, e sil) 
vulg Andr Primas: om A B rel syr-dd copt Hippol Andr-p Areth Tich Cassiod. rec 
om adXov, with f 1. 33-4: ins A B rel vulg syr-dd copt «th arm Hippol Andr Areth 
lat-ff.—ayyedov bef adXor ¢ 2. 4. 17-8-9. 32. 48-9 lips-6 Andr-coisl Areth: ayyedov 
éTepov BY. , 

2. execpatey A. om ev Bbhedfgj1m1. 2.9 (16). 26-7. 32-3-4-5-8-9. 
40-1-7-8. 50 Hippol Andr-a Areth Primas. rec (for exyupa) toxur (with none of 
our mss), and aft gwyn ins peyadn, with 1: txt ABrel am(with fuld lipss) syr-dd copt 
arm Andr-p.—icxupay gwynv ae k 16. 39. 40-7. 50-1. om 2nd ezecey B rel copt 
zth Andr-coisl Areth Primas: ins A g h 10-7. 36 (87. 41-7-9, e sil) vulg syr-dd Hippol 


Andr Tich. ins n bef BaBvrAwy B f. 
Hippol Andr Areth: txt AB g. 
om 4th to 5th «ar 1 (homeotel). 


rec datporvwy (for -vwy), with rel 4 


aft Ist aca@aprov ins cat peptonpevov A 16. 


for opveov, Onprov A. 


8. rec ins rov ovov bef rov Ovuov, with B rel syr-dd copt Hippol Andr-coisl Areth 
Primas Tich : aft r. 6., h m 41. 10-7. 36-7. 47-9 Bt copt arm eth-pl Andr: om AC am 
(with fuld lips-5-6, agst demid al) zth-rom Ansb.—ryg mopreac bef rov Ovpov C: om 


$ 


mentators are fond of appealing to as 
decisive for them. Rather may we say 
that this verse, taken in connexion with 
what has gone before, stultifies their view 
entirely. If the woman, as these Com- 
mentators insist, represents merely the 
stone-walls and houses of the city, what 
need is there for puornproy on her brow,— 
what appropriateness in the use of all the 
Scripture imagery, long familiar to God’s 
people, of spiritual fornication? And if 
this were so, where is the contest with 
the Lamb,—where the fulfilment of any 
the least portion of the prophecy? If we 
understand it thus, nothing is left for us 
but to say, as indeed some of this school 
are not afraid to say, that only the Seer’s 
wish dictated his words, and that history 
has not verified them. So that this view 
has one merit: it brings us at once face 
to face with the dilemma of accepting 
or rejecting the book: and thereby, for 
us, who accept it as the word of God, 
becomes impossible. For us, who believe 
the prophecy is to be fulfilled, what was 
Rome then, is Rome now. Her fornica- 
tions and abominations, as well as her 
power and pride, are matter of history and 
of present fact: and we look for her de- 
struction to come, as we believe it is ra- 


pidly coming, by the means and in the 
manner here foretold). 

Cu. XVIII. 1—XIX. 10.] Tur pzr- 
STRUCTION OF BaxByton. And herein, 
XVIII. 1—8.] Announcement of the de- 
struction. The Seer does not see the act 
of destruction: it is prophesied to him in 
ch. xvii., and now announced, as indeed it 
had been by anticipation before, ch. xiv. 8, 
as having taken place. After these things 
I saw another angel (another besides the 
one who shewed him the vision in the 
last chapter: or, perhaps, as it is natural 
to join the ad\Aoyv in some measure with 


‘the participle following,—another besides 


the last who came down from heaven, 
ch. x. 1) coming down out of heaven (the 
Seer is still on the earth) having great 
power (possibly, as Elliott suggests, as the 
executor of the judgment that he an- 
nounced. If so, the announcement is still 
anticipatory), and the earth was lighted 
up by his glory (é«, as the source of the 
brightness): and he cried in a mighty 
voice saying, Babylon the great is fallen, 
is fallen, and is become an habitation of 
demons (see especially LXX, Isa. xxxiy. 
14 ff.), and a hold (a place of detention : 
as it were an appointed prison) of every 
unclean spirit, and a hold (KH. V. well, 
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v here only. 

4 Kings xix. 
28 only. 
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‘Ww Ww. @k, ver. 
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x Isa, xlviii. 


Z% =1 John iv.13. Ezek. xhii, 20. see 2 John 4. 
i, 20. see Acts viii. 29. 
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4 \ WS A A ’ cal > lal rz , 
Kat nxovea aAAnv gwvynv ek Tov ovoavov AEyousa 

> A € , v7 Te, , 

*’EEAOare e& avric, o Aaog pov, iva py * ovyKowwrynonte 
- e , ; \ ’ lal a col er. we \ 
Talc apapTtatc avTNC, Kat * EK. Tw mAnyov auTn¢ wa pn 
U x 5 ef b » , x, A BO , cw al 
AaPnre ort” ExoAANOnoav avTH¢e at auaptiar “ aypt TOV 
20, lii.11. Inn. xxvii, (1.) 8, xxviii. (1i.) 6,9, 45. 1 Cor. vi. 17. 


y Eph. v.11. Phil. iv. 14 onlyt. (-vos, ch. i. 9.) 
b = here only. Baruch 


rec (for werwkav) werwxe, with h 1. 10-7 Hippol Andr-a: 


merorixe 18. 36-7: mérweaow rel vulg Andr Areth Tich: txt (AC).—zertweav (sic) 


AC: wexrwxe BY: mextuxaoy Bb def g1 2. 13-6-9. 30. 51. 
for orpnvove, oronvov C b 1. 47 Andr. 

rec e€eAOere, with g h 1. 10-7. 32 (37-9. 40-1-9. 51 Br, 
e sil) vulg spec syr-dd copt: s£AOe C B rel Andr-coisl Areth Cypr,: txt A. 
pov bef e£eXOe c& autng C 38: om e& avrng 1. 12. 


aurne 1. 
4. addns dwrns C. 


for 2nd rng yye, 


0 Xaoc 


ovvcor. AC, rec va py 


AaBnre bef ek Trwv TANywy aurye (with none of our mss): txt AC B rel 1-marg vulg 


syr-dd Hippol Andr Areth Tich. 


@ cage) of every unclean and hated bird 
(see the prophecy respecting Babylon, Jer. 
1. 39): because of the wrath of her forni- 
cation all the nations have drunk (see 
on ch. xiv. 8. The use of the @vp6¢ is 
even more remarkable here: of that wine 
of her fornication which has turned into 
wrath to herself), and the kings of the 
earth committed fornication with her, 
and the merchants of the earth became 
rich out of the quantity (Svvapts, copia, 
as Vitringa, who remarks, “alluditur ad 
Hebreeam vocem >n, cujus hee significa- 
tionis vis est, Job xxxi. 25, Ezek. xxviii. 
4.” We have wrovrou peyddov dvvapw 
in Jos. Antt. iii, 2. 4) of her luxury 
(otpivos, see reff, and note on 1 Tim., 
seems properly to mean the exuberance of 
strength, the flower of pride). 

4—20.| Warning to God’s people to 
leave her, on account of the greatness of 
her crimes and coming judgments (4—8) : 


lamentations over her on the part of those 


who were enriched by her (9—20). AndI 
heard another voice out of heaven (not 
that of the Father nor of Christ, for in 
such a case, as has been well observed, the 
long poetical lamentation would be hardly 
according to prophetic decorum ; but that 
of an angel speaking in the name of God, 
as we have pou ch, xi. 3 also) saying, 
Come out of her, my people (in reff. Isa., 
the circumstances differed, in that being a 
joyful exodus, this a cautionary one: and 
thus the warning is brought nearer to that 
one which our Lord commands in Matt. 
xxiv. 16, and the cognate warnings in the 
O. T.,. viz. that. of Lot to come out of 


Sodom, Gen. xix. 15—22, when her de- 
struction impended, and that of the people 
of Israel to get them up from the tents of 
Dathan and Abiram, Num. xvi. 23—26. 
In reff. Jer., we have the same circum- 
stance of Babylon’s impending destruction 
combined with the warning: and from 
those places probably, especially Jer. li. 
45, the words here are taken. The infer- 
ence has been justly made from them 
[Elliott iv. p. 40], that there shall be, 
even to the last, saints of God in the midst 
of Rome: and that there will be danger of 
their being, through a lingering fondness 
for her, partakers in her coming judg- 
ments), that ye partake not in her sins, 
and that ye receive not of her plagues 
(the fear, in case of God’s servants re- 
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to m, 2. 
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6-7-8-9. 


26-7. 30. 
32 to 42. 
47 to 51. 


90. Br. 


maining in her, would be twofold: 1) lest, 


by over-persuasion or guilty conformity 
they should become accomplices in any of 
her crimes ; 2) lest by being in and of her, 
they should, though the former may not 
haye been the case [and even more if it 
have], share in her punishment. It was 
through lingering fondness that Lot’s 
wife became a sharer in the destruction of 
Sodom) : because her sins (not as De W. 
the ery of her sins: but the idea is of a 
heap: see below) have reached (ko\AGo- 
Oar is put here after the analogy of the 
Heb. 723, which, see Gesen. Lex. p. 312, is 
used for assecutus est, proxime accessit 
ad, Gen. xix. 19; Jer. xlii. 16, al. Ge- 
senius compares herere in terga hostiwm, 
Liv. i. 14; im tergis, Tacit. hist. iv. 19; 
Curt. iv. 15. Bengel gives it well, accu- 
mulata. pervenerunt) as far as heaven, 


at ORB 
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i. = to s = (-i¢ew) Isa. 1.c. see Virg. Hin. i. 50. t Matt. xii. 42 |. Acts viii. 27 only. Jer. xxxvi. (xxix.) 2. 
. 47 to u = Isa. l.c. v ver. 4. w ch. xvii. 16 (reff.). x=ch.yv. 2. x, 1. ver. 21. Deut. x. 17. 
ie 90. y = John xvi.11. Acts vii.7. 1 Cor. v.18. ch. xix.2al. Ps. v.10. : 

Hr. 


5. rec (for exodAnO@noav) neodovOnoay, with 33(-4, e sil): txt AC B rel 1 syr-dd 
copt zth Hippol Andr Areth, pervenerunt vulg Cypr Primas, adpropinquaverunt spec. 

6. rec aft azedwxey ins vyry, with ch 1. 4, 10-7. 36 (47-8-9 Br, e sil) Areth Promiss : 
nuty arm Andr: om AC B rel am(with tol al, agst lipss al) syr-dd copt «th Hippol 
Andr-coisl Tich spec. rec aft durAwoare ins avrn, with rel 1 syr-dd copt Andr 
Areth: om AC Babdefgjk 2. 9.19 Andr Areth.—rec om ra, with A B rel 1 Andr 
Areth: ins Cabd e f jk 26-7. 30-3. 42. 50. 90 Hippol.—avra durha 38. 
aft dura ins we kat avrn kat Bab de (f)j k 2. 9. 19. 26-7. 30. 51. (homeotel in m, ra 
enya avrne 1st and 2nd.) aft mornptw ins aurne B rel copt: om AC gh 10 (c 4. 
17-8. 27. 32, e sil). for aurn, auTny B. 

7. rec (for avrnv) eavrny, with rel Hippol Andr Areth: txt AC B(supplied by corr) 
abej12. 9. 16. 27. 30-3. 49. 50-1. 90, aurn 41-2. for rocovroy dors, kéoacare 1. 

for Ist ort, car 1. rec om 2nd ort, with 1 (1 16-7. 39, e sil) vulg Hippol Andr-p 

Tich: ins AC Brel Andr Areth Primas. for caOnpar, raQw Bf: expe calwe 
b: caQweadek 2. 9.19. 26-7. 40-1-2. 50-1. 90: ckaOwe caOnpat 30-3. 

8. om Ist rac Babdej km 2. 4. 6. 9. 26-7. 30!-3-4-5-8. 40-1-7-8. 50-1. 90 Andr- 
coisl—Oavarov B. om «upioc A g vulg eth: ins C B rel syr-dd Hippol Andr 


Areth Cypr. (om 6 O¢0¢ c k 6 Areth Primas.) 
4, 18. 33 (26-7. 30-2. 48, e sil) Andr Areth : 


and God hath remembered her iniquities. 
Repay to her (the words are now ad- 
dressed to the executioners of judgment) 
as she also repaid (cf. ref. Jer., caOwe 
éroinoe, roinoare avrg. The latter az- 
édweev is used, not in its strict propriety, 
but as corresponding to the other.—Hers 
was a giving, this is a giving back: we 
have exactly the same construction, which 
was probably in mind here, used also of 
Babylon, in ref. Ps., pardpig d¢ avramo- 
Ovo oo. TO dvTaTddo“a cov, 9 avrar- 
éOwxac piv), and double [the] double 
according to her works (so in reff. Isa. 
and Jer.). Inthecup (see above, ch. xvii. 
4, and xiv. 8, xviii. 3) which she mixed, 
mix for her double (see ch. xiv. 10; a 
double portion of the deadly wine of God’s 
wrath) : in proportion as (lit., in as many 
things as) she glorified her (self: possibly 
ruled into this form abry by the con- 


rec (for kpwac) korywy, with c 1. 
txt AC B rel Hippol Andr-p. (g doubtful.) 


tinual recurrence of the various cases of 
airn in the context), and luxuriated (see 
above, ver. 3, and ref. 1 Tim. note), so 
much torment and grief give to her. 
Because in her heart she saith [that] I 
sit a queen (see ref. Isa., from which the 
sense and even the single words come, 
being there also said of Babylon. Simi- 
larly also Ezek. xxvii. 1 ff., of Tyre), and 
am not a widow (ref. ut supra), and shall 
never see sorrow (= obd? yrwoupar dpga- 
viay, Isa. l.c.). For this cause in one 
day shall come her plagues, death and 
mourning and famine (from Isa. xlvii. 9, 
where however we have adrecvia «ai 
xnosia. The judgments here are more 
fearful: death, for her scorn of the pros- 
pect of widowhood; mourning, for her 
inordinate revelling; famine, for her 
abundance): and with fire shall she be 
burnt (the punishment of the fornicatress ; 
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»% ch. 1.7 reff, 
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xvii. 2 reff. 

b ver. 7. 

e ch. viii. 4 reff. 

d ver.18. 1 Pet. 
iv. 12 only. 
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XVIL 


A , A , a > ’ > C Vie e 
9 Kat kAavoovow Kat *kopovra “er avurny ot 


, ‘ob 

* qopvevoarTeg Kal © oTeN- 
, 

* Tupwoews 


ee auTne, 10° aio paxpobev EGTNKOTEC dua TOV poBov Tov * Ba- 
go saviapHov avriic, Atyovrec Ovat oval ” ‘ moc n ‘ peyadm, 
al, Ps ‘ sae y rong n “to X UPA, ore re wpe md Bev n Kota 
So ies OOU. Kal Ol &u7TOoOL me yn¢ kAatovow Kat mevOou- 
Crore, OW ™ er auTny, Ore Tov ” youov avTwv oveElC ayooaCet 
He 720. iJohn xii. 31, Jer. xxxi. (xlviii.) 21. k ver. 3. 1 Mark xvi. 10. Luke vi. 25. James 


iv. 9. vv. 15,19. Neh i, 4 
xxiii. 5 only, 


m = ver,9 ch.i,7. Hos. x.5. 


n Acts xxi. 8 only. Exod. 


9. rec (for kdavoovotv) wavoovra, with A 1. 36, 51. 90 Hippol Andr-p: txt C B 


rel Andr Areth. 


rec adds avrny, with 1. 17-8. 35; ravrnv 36: om AC B rel syr-dd 


copt Hippol Andr-coisl Areth Cypr. (om from aurny ver 8 to ex’ aurny in this 33.) 


ree ex aurn, with A gj 1. 38 Andr-a: 


for karvoy, kaproy 1. 


Andr-coisl Areth. 


om f: avrwy 16: txt C B rel Hippol 


10. rec ins ev bef pra wea, with 1.38 syr-dd copt Andr Areth: om C B rel vulg 


Hippol Andr-coisl Tich Primas. 


Ul. cAavoovary and revOnoovow B rel vss Hippol Andr-coisl Areth Primas: txt AC 


4. 10-7 (g h37. 49 Br, e sil) Andr. 
B: eg’ savroug 12: ev eavroig 1: 


see ch. xvii. 16 note. Whether this is to 
be understood of the literal destruction of 
the city of Rome by fire, Elliott iv. 43, is 
surely doubtful, considering the mystical 
character of the whole prophecy) : be- 
cause strong is [the Lord] God who hath 
judged her (a warrant for the severity of 
the judgment which shall befall her). 

9—20.] The mowrning over her : 
and first, 9, 10, dy the kings of the earth. 
And there shall weep and mourn over 
her (when the catalogue of mourners has 
yet to begin, the fact of mourning is 
thrown forward by the verbs being placed 
first: but below, ver. 11, when we come 
to the second member, the persons, as the 
new feature, are put forward before the 
verbs. én’ adbryv, as the direction and 
converging of their lamentation) the 
kings of the earth, who committed forni- 
cation and luxuriated (see above, ver. 7) 
with her, when they see the smoke of her 
burning (see ch. i. 15), standing afar off 
on account of their fear of her torment 
(this feature in the prophecy is an objec- 
tion to the literal understanding of its 
details. It can hardly be imagined that 
the kings should bodily stand and look as 
described, seeing that no combination of 
events contemplated in the prophecy has 
brought them together as yet), saying, 
Woe, woe, the great city, Babylon the 
strong city, because in one hour has 
come thy judgment. u—16.] La- 
mentation of the merchants. And the 
merchants of the earth weep and la- 


rec em’ aurn, with rel: ex’ aurne M: em avToue 
ev aurn A: txt C 16?-8. 32-9 Hippol. 


ment (the construction passes into the 
graphic present, but resumes the future 
again below, ver. 15, in speaking of the 
same thing) over her, because no one any 
longer buys their cargo (reff. : so Eustath. 
in Wetst.: gdpro¢ voc, 6 Kati ydpoc. 
The description which follows is perhaps 
drawn, in its poetic and descriptive fea- 
tures, from the relation of Rome to the 
world which then was, rather than from 
its relation at the future time depicted in 
the prophecy. But it must not for a 
moment be denied, that the character of 
this lamentation throws a shade of obscu- 
rity over the interpretation, otherwise so 
plain from the explanation given in ch. 
xvii. ult. The difficulty is however not 
confined to the application of the pro- 
phecy to Rome papal, but extends over 
the application of it to Rome aé all, which 
last is determined for us by the solution 
given ch. xvii. ult. For Rome never has 
been, and from its very position never 
could be, a great commercial city. I leave 
this difficulty unsolved, merely requesting 
the student to bear in mind its true limits 
and not to charge it exclusively on that 
interpretation which only shares it with 
any other possible one. The main fea- 
tures of the description are taken from 
that of the destruction of and lamentation 
over Tyre in Ezek, xxvii., to which city 
they were strictly applicable. And pos- 
sibly it may be said that they are also 
applicable to the church which has wedded 
herself to the pride of the earth and its 
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” yomov Yovoou Kat aoyvoou Kat ° diDov ° riynlov och. xvii.4 
7 XP eyve UV" TUYLLOY 0 ch. xvii, 


p ver. 16; ch. 
xix. 8 (bis), 
rf) ine A oy a 14 only. 
vtvoYv Kal Wav OKEVOC Esth.i.6. 
(1 Chron. xv. 
27 adj.) 
Mark xv. 17, 
0. Luke 
xvi. 19 only. 
(-povs, ch. 
xvii. 4.) - 
Exod. xxv. 


3 \ aN \d iS N \ ce Ne , \ 4, 
olvov Kat EAatov Kal oEuloadw Kal GLTOV Kal ~ KTHVY Kal yx here oniyt. 


reff. 
Ezek. xxvii. 15 al. 


there onlyt. 8 Kings x. 11 Symm. 


s ch. xvii. 3, 4 


uch. ii. 27 reff. v here only. 


w w. vAov, here only t. superl., ch. xxi. ll only+. Wisd. xii. 7 only. 


xhere only +t. Epist. Jer.72. (-pivos, Cant. v. 15.) y here only. Exod. xxx. 23 al. 
ach. v. 8 reff. _b John xi. 2. xii. 3, 5 |. Luke vii. 37, 38, 46. xxiii. 56 only. Exod. xxx.25, ‘ prea. 
ii. llonly. Levit. ii. 1,2, 16 al. dhere only. Gen. xviii.6 al. e Luke x.34,. Acts 


xxiii. 24, 1 Cor. xv. 39only. Num. xx. 4. 


12. youoy yovoovy kar apyvpovy Kat ALOoug Titovg Kar papyapiracg C.—papyagi- 


traic A: papyapitwy gm. 


for kat (bef papyaptrov), ovre 1. 


rec (for Buc- 


atvov) Buacov, with h 1. 10-7-8. 36. 49 (37 Br, e sil) Hippol Andr: txt AC B rel Andr- 


cois] Areth. 
34 (85-6-9 Br, e sil) Hippol Andr. 
om ex C 18. 


kat topdupov B rel 1 Andr-p Areth: om A Ansb: txt C gm 16-8. 
om Kat onptkov 1. 
for EvAov, Avov A vulg eth. 


for EvAov, oxevoc A. 
om Kat pappapou 1. 


18. ree (for kivvapwpor) kvap., with 10: txt AC B1.— -pwpov B al,, Hippol. 
rec om Kat apwpor, with rel 1 copt Andr Areth Primas: ins AC c m 6. 11-2-7, 


34-5-6 am(with fuld tol lips) syr-dd «th Hippol Andr-coisl. 
om cat owvoy Babe (f?) j k1 2. 6. 9. 16-9. 26-7. 30. 50-1. 90.—«. 
x. wpoBara bef «. ernvy B rel-scr 9. 38 Andr-coisl 


kat pupov C. 
eavov bef kc. orvoy c (f?) 32. 
Areth: txt AC gh 10 Andr-coisl Areth. 


luxuries. But certainly, as has been ob- 
served, the details of this mercantile la- 
mentation far more nearly suit London, 
than Rome at any assignable period of her 
history), a cargo of gold, and of silver, 
and of precious stone, and of pearl, and 
of fine linen manufacture (Buocivov is 
the neut. adj. from Sbococ), and of purple, 
and of silken stuff (in describing Vespa- 
sian’s triumph, Jos., B. J. vii. 5. 4, says, 
Kakeivor xwpic STAWY Hoay toOHnoEct on- 
pieatc, écrepavwptvor Odpvatc) and of 
scarlet stuff, and (the accusative is now 
taken up instead of the genitive governed 
by yépor, which latter is however resumed 
below at tzzwy, and again dropped at 
wWuyac) all citron wood (the wood of 
the Odor, Oia, or Ovia, the citrus of the 
Romans [Plin. iii. 29], probably the cu- 
pressus thyioides, or the thyia articulata. 
Theophrastus, Hist. Plant. v. 5, thus de- 
scribes it: 7d O& Oviiov, ot O& Oviay Ka- 
Aovet, map’ Appwvide yiverat, cai év 7H 
Kupnvaig’ 1v piv popgpyy Spoor Kv- 
mapirrp Kai Toic KAadotg Kai Toig pur- 
Roig Kai TH OTEAEXEL Kai TW KAaPTY.... 
doatic .... brwe Tb EddOY, oAOTAaTOY 
8 thy pilav tori, kai te rabryng Ta oTOV- 
Sadrara rouitar THY Epywy. It was 
used for costly doors, with fittings of ivory, 
Ath. v. 205 8, 207 F, and for tables, Strabo 
iv. 310 a. It had a sweet smell, Plin. ut 
supra, “Nota etiam Homero fuit; Ovov 


Ouprapa 1. om 


Greece vocatur, ab aliis thya. Hane igitur 
inter odores uri tradit in deliciis Circes... 
magno errore eorum qui odoramenta in eo 
vocabulo accipiunt, cum presertim eodem 
versu cedrum laricemque una tradat: in 
quo manifestum est de arboribus tantum 
locutum.” But Pliny is clearly wrong : 
for Homer’s words are zip pév im’ ioya- 
pdoguy péya Kkaiero, THAGO O ddp7 Kédoov 
7 eveearoto vou Tr ava vipooy ddwoer 
Aatopévwy, Od. «. 60. See Wetst. for 
more illustrations, and Winer, RWB. art. 
Thinenholz), and every article of ivory, 
and every article of most costly wood, 
and of brass, and of iron, and of marble ; 
and cinnamon (it is not certain, whether 
the kevydpwpoy or kivvapoy, 14027, of the 
ancients was the same as our cinnamon. 
Various accounts are given of its origin [see 
Winer, RWB. art. Zimmt, and Theophr. 
plant. ix. 4; Strabo xvi. p. 778; Diod. 
Sic. ii. 49, iii. 46], but Herodotus, who 
[iii. 111] ascribes it to the country where 
Dionysus was born, i. e. to India, seems 
to give the right statement, if at least it is 
the modern cinnamon, which comes from 
Ceylon. In ref. Exod. it is an ingredient 
in the holy oil for anointing: in Prov. 
vii. 17 it is one of the perfumes of the bed 
of the adulteress : in Cant. iv. 14 it is one 
of the plants growing in the garden of the 
beloved) and amomum (a precious oint- 
ment made from an Asiatic shrub, and 
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9 anes » i! fol \ U ‘ ty) ‘ ‘ ‘ ms}, 
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10, 12 only. 


lhere only. Neh. ix. 35, Isa. xxx. 23 only. _ «m= Luke xxiii. 11. James ii.2, 3+. (Wisd. vi. 12 al.) 


n Deut. iv. 26 al. 0 vv. 8, 11. pw.amd, here only. Sir. xi.18. &«, vv. 3, 19. q see 
Matt. xv. 27. r ver. 10. 8 ver. 7. 
14. om 7 C. rec Tr. ercOup. tr. Wuxne bef cov, with B rel { vss Hippol Andr 


Areth: txt AC g 35 am(with fuld tol) Primas. om 2nd ra C. ree (for 
amwXero) amndev, with 1 Andr-a: azwhovro d(appy) h 1 m 10-6. 37-9. 49 Br: om 90: 
txt AC B rel vulg syr-dd copt ath Hippol Andr-coisl Areth Primas. Tec ov mu evo. 
bef avra, with rel 1 syr-dd Andr Areth: ov wy avra evp. A g 38 Hippol: txt CB 
a b defj116. 26-7. 30-9. 40-8. 50-1. 90.—ree (for evpytovaww) evpyone, with 17. 
26-7 ; sevpnoec h 1.10. 37. 49: evone B rel Hippol Andr Areth, evperg 1: txt AC m 


34-5-6. 51. 90 vulg syr-dd eth Andr-coisl. 


15. ins cat bef cAavovreg Babcdefjk19. 


used for the hair: see the numerous cita- 
tions from Ovid, Martial, &c., in Wetst., 
and Plin. H. N. xii. 13 [28]), and odours 
(for incense), and ointment, and frankin- 
cense, and wine, and oil, and fine meal 
(cepiSadts, the simila or similago of the 
Latins, the finest wheaten meal: see 
Wetst. and Palm and Rost sub voce), and 
wheat, and cattle and sheep, and of 
horses and of chariots (“Rheda genus 
vehiculi iv rotarum,” Isidor. xx. 17 in 
Wetst., who also quotes Lampridius to the 
effect that Alexander Severus, “ rhedas 
senatoribus omnibus ut argentatas haberent 
permisit : interesse Romane dignitatis pu- 
tans ut his tante urbis senatores versa- 
rentur.” Quintilian, i. 5, ascribes to the 
word a Gallic origin: “plurima Gallica 
valuerunt, ut rheda et petorritum, quorum 
altero Cicero tamen, altero Horatius uti- 
tur”), and of bodies (i. e. slaves. The 
expression is blamed by the Atticists as not 
used by the ancients: so Pollux, iii. 78, 
cwpata amhog ob« dy simotc, ANA oo- 
para dota. And so Phrynichus, p. 378, 
owpara iri Trav wviwy avdpamddwy, oloy 
owpara wwrEirat, ov YoOvrat ot apxatot. 
Lobeck, in his note there, shews that 
Plato and Demosthenes use owpara for 
any kind of men indefinitely [Plat. Legg. 
x. 114: Dem. p. 910], and it is the appro- 
priating it to op. dodda alone which con- 
stitutes the later usage),—and (the accus. 
here comes in after genitives) persons of 
men (so the E. V. for o7x We}, Ezek. xxvii. 
13, which the LXX render as here, puyaig¢ 
avOowrwy. But in Gen. xxxvi. 6, for 
ima niwp2 ba, they have ravra 7d oopara 
Tov otcov avrov, where also KE. V. has 
persons, It seems vain to attempt to draw 


a distinction between the owpara and 
Wuyac avOpwrwy. If any is to be sought, 
the most obvious is that pointed out by 
Bengel, and adopted by Ewald, Hengstb., 
and Diisterd., that the cwpnarwy expresses 
such slaves as belong to the horses and 
chariots, and Puxyd¢ avOp. slaves in gene- 
ral). 14.] This verse takes the form 
of a direct address, and then in the next 
the merchants are taken up again. From 
this some have thought that it is not in 
its right place: e. g. Beza and Vitringa 
fancied it should be inserted after ver. 23 : 
others, as Ewald, that it was originally a 
marginal addition by the Writer. But 
irregular as is the insertion, it need not 
occasion any real difficulty. It takes up 
the cdaiovow x. revOovow of ver. 11, as 
if avrGy after those verbs had been ror, 
which is not unnatural in a rhapsodical 
passage. And roirwy, ver. 15, refers very 
naturally back to wayra 7d Aurapd x.T-d., 
in this verse. And thy harvest of the 
desire of thy soul (i. e. the ingathering 
of the dainties and luxuries which thy soul 
lusted after. It seems better on account 
of the following genitives to take ézwpa 
thus, than to understand it in the concrete 
of the fruit itself, though it frequently has 
this latter sense: see Palm and Rost’s 
Lex. and the reff. here) has perished from 
thee, and all [thy] fat things and all 
[thy] splendid things have departed 
from thee, and they (men) shall never 
more at all find them. The next 
two verses describe, in strict analogy with 
vv. 9, 10, the attitude and the lamentation 
of these merchants. The merchants of 
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in vy. 12, 18, which have been just summed 
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2 [855 OE 


18 


¢e Acts xxvii. 
llonly. Prov. 
Xxili. 34. 
Ezek. xxvii. 
8, 27, 28 only. 

vd Luke vii. 23. 

TAC Acts xxi. 3. 

xxvii. 2, 6, 24 

only. Jonah 

i.3. w.ézé, 
re only. 


Kal éxoatav PAégmovrec 


’ > \ pac , Fane , 
AéyoureEc Ovat ova n *rodte 7 peyaAn, ev 1 ™emAOUTHOAD e Actosevi.o7, 


f=here only. exx.in Wetst. see Ps. cvi. 23 
j Josh. vii. 6. k 


Mark vi.11 only. Isa. lii. 2. lver, 11 


30 only t. 


g ver. 9. h ch. xiii. 4. ich. xvi. 19 reff. 


m ver. 3 


16. rec at beg ins cat, with rel vulg Hippol Andr: om AC B abc d fj 4s 9. 17-8-9. 


37-8. 50. 
9. 10-3-6-8. 26-7. 39. 40-2-8. 50-1. 90. 


for AEyovrec, Aeyouowy B26: om 39, 


om 2nd ovat Babdefjk 


om 3rd 7 A. for Bucoiwor, Buscor 


Babefj k12. 6. 10-3-9. 26. 40-1-2-8. 50-1. 90 Andr-p: txt AC rel Hippol Andr 


Areth. (-pevn to -pevn om 9. 27.) 
Keypvowpevy 1. 
Hippol Andr. 

AC B rel Hippol Andr-coisl Areth. 


KoKK. K. 7ropd. kK. Buoc. A. 

om ev A B rel Andr-coisl Areth: ins C 10-6. 36 (6. 37, e sil) 
rec (for yovow) ypuvow, with 10-7. 36 (f 37. 49, e sil) Andr: txt 
om Tiyw B. 


om «kat bef 


rec papyapirats, with B 


rel vss Hippol Andr Areth Tich: txt AC g Primas. 

17. rec (for o exe rowov mrEwy) Ext TwY TAOLWY oO oMtdoc, with 1 Hippol Andr-a: 
6 ext Tw TAOWwYy TrEwv h 4. 6.17. 32-6-7. 49 Andr Areth Tich : ext rwv zAowy wrAEwWY 
10. 34. 48: wewy ext Twy mOWwY C: Oo Ext TAOLWY TAEWY Br: txt AC rel am (with 
fuld) syr-dd arm Primas, 0 ext roy rovoy wéEwy B. 

18. rec (for expatay) exoaZov, with B rel Andr Areth: expavyaZov 9. 13. 27: om 


kat exoatay 38: txt AC gm 35, clamaverunt vulg Tich. 
oowyrTec, with 34: txt AC B rel Hippol Andr Areth. 


with BC rel: txt A vulg. om ree C. 


rec (for BXezovrec) 
rec (for ro7ov) kamvor, 
aft mode ins ravry C vulg Primas. 


19. rec eBadov, with B rel 1 Hippol Andr Areth, e8adav C: txt A syr-dd, ereBaddov 
g. rec (for expaéav) expagoy, with B rel Andr Areth, clamabant Primas: txt AC 


35 Hippol, elamaverunt vulg. 
13. 27. 


om «Aatovrec cat mevOovvrec A 1: ins aft AeyorTey 
aft wev@. ins cat B rel am(with lips-5-6) syr-dd Andr Areth Primas: om 


AC g m 84 (f 27. 36. 40, e sil) vulg-ed(with demid fuld) copt Hippol Andr-a. 


up as mdvra rad urapd «.7.d.) who 
gained wealth from her, shall stand afar 
off by reason of their fear of her tor- 
ment, weeping and mourning, saying, 
Woe, woe, the great city, which was 
clothed in stuff of fine linen and of 
purple and of scarlet, and bedecked (lit, 
gilded ; the zeugmatic construction carry- 
ing on the word to the other substantives 
besides xpvoiw, which we cannot do in 
English) in (or, if éy be omitted, with) 
golden ornament and precious stone 
and pearl; because (ire gives a reason 
for the ovai ovai) in one hour hath 
been desolated all that wealth. 

17—19.] The lamentation of the ship- 
masters, ge. And every pilot and every 
one who saileth any whither (the same 
expression, without the preposition, is 


found in Acts xxvii. 2. The words here 
import, all sailors from place to place), 
and sailors and as many as make traffic 
of the sea (r. Odd\accav épyalecOar, ‘mare 
exercere,’ to live by seafaring, is abun- 
dantly illustrated by Wetst. from the 
classics and later writers), stood afar off, 
and cried out when they saw the place of 
her burning, saying, Who is like to the 
great city? And they cast on earth upon 
their heads (see besides ref. Ezek. xxvii. 
30: also 1 Sam. iv. 12; 2 Sam. i. 2, xiii. 
19, xv. 82; Job ii. 12; Lam. ii. 10; and 
the numerous references in Winer, art. 
Trauer), and cried out weeping and 
mourning, saying, Woe, woe, the great 
city, in (év is ambiguous at first appear- 
ance: but from what follows it cannot be 
merely local, as E. V. “ wherein,’ but 
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n here only t. 
o ch. xi. 10 reff. 
Deut. xxxii. 


43. 

p Acts vii. 41. 

q ch. xi. 18 reff. 

r Luke xi. 49. 
(1 Cor. xii. 
28, 29.) Eph. 
ii. 20. iii. 5. 
iv. 11. 2 Pet. 
iii. 2. 

8 ch. vi. 10. 

Ps. xiii. 1. 
(cxviii. 84.) 

t ch. xvii. 1. 

uch, viii. 13 
reff, 

vch.v. 2. x.1. 

w here only t. 
(-cxés, Luke 
xvii. 2 
only tf.) 

x here only. 
Hos. y. 10. 
(see JER. 
xxviii. [li.] 


un evpeOn tru. 2 


63, 64.) 

y =ch. i. 10 al. 
Matt. xxiv. 
$l. Ezek. 
xxvi. 18. 


Z te 2 
only t. ~k? ’ , Lo 
ahere only. goy “erAavnOnoay mavta ta ebvy. 
1 Mace. ix. 41, b Matt. ix. 23 onlyt. 
38. Heb. xi.10 only. Deut. xxvii. 15. 1 Chron. xxix. 5. 
xxviii. 21. f Matt. xviii, 6. xxiv.41. Mark ix. 42 only. Exod. xi.5. (-Acvos, ver. 21.) 
xxv. 10. h = ch. xxi, 23 reff. iver.3. Isa. xxiii. 8. 


k ch. xix.20. aA. =ch. ii. 20 reff. 


, e ? A lal , ral dX sy 
mavrTec ol Exovrec Ta mAOta EV TH Oaracoy 
, 7, AR df ~ ed b ’ , 
puoTnTog auTn¢, OTe * mia wpa nonuwOn. 
» a ’ \ e df \ © , y. \ 
P ty auTy, oupavé Kat ol Tayo Kal ot ‘ amooTroAot Kal ol 
a ? ” e \ \ a eign bigs yon 
* roopnrat, ore * exoivev oO Qeoe To * kota vuwv ° && avrne. 
> e oS > \ ’ e ’ 
21 Kat noev “sic * ayyeXog * tx yupog AiBov we “ pvAwov 
, \ov , \ ’ : ’ mT) x ¢ 
béyav, Kat gBarev etc thy Aadaccav, AEywv Outwe * oo- 
, if 4 La | , ) 
pnuate PAnOncerar BaBvAwv 7» * weyadn 
\ lal \ rt 
kat * dwn * KWapwdwv Kat “ wovoikwy 
\ b ? a \ c co Ld \ , An , A 
kat °avAntwv Kat Soadmtorwy ov pn akovoly ev oot 
7] \ cr ’ ’ » ¢'o% ms \ 
ert, Kal mac ° TEXVITHC Taong * TEXYNG OV MN evpe0y ev aot 
? \ ‘ , , | 1s ~ ? \ ov ‘ 
ett, Kat Y wry f uvAov ov pn axovo0y €v aot ert, 23 [ai] 
al 4 ’ A -~ \ ov \ \ ’ 
5 pwe Avyvou ov pn * pavy [ev] got ett, Kat © pwvn vupdtiou 
4 , \ » a , we Oa e j WwW 
kat © vungnce ov pn akovoby Ev oot Ett, OTL [oi | * EuTrooot 
Ay C4 - an A a na 
‘ gov noav ot ) peyiotaveg THC ‘yne, OTL 
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m ? > an : 
eK THC "Tle 
20° evpoatvou 


€ 


, \ > 
‘groXwc, Kal ov 


42 ! 
Ae TY pappakta 
ne 
Kal &V auTy ata 
c here only t. d Acts xix, 24, 
e = Acts xviii. 3 (xvii. 29) only. 1 Chron. 


f _ S JER. 
j ch. vi. 15 reff, 


24 


lhere only. Exod. vii. 11, 22. viii. 18 vat. Wisd.xviii.18. (-e¢a, Gal. 


v.20. Isa. xlvii.9. -ov, ch. ix. 21. -ds, ch. xxi. 8. xxii. 15.) 


transp Aey. and ed. 9. 
Areth : ins AC B rel Hippol Andr-coisl. 


rec om ra,,with m 4. 4. 17-8. 34 (c 6. 35-6. 48, e sil) Andr 


20. rec ex’ avrnyv, with 17. 36. 51 (m 90, e sil) Andr: ex aurn C B(Tisch) rel Hippol 


Andr-coisl Areth: txt A k. 


rec om 2nd cat ot, with C1. 17: ins A B rel am(with 


fuld lips-5) syr-dd copt Hippol Andr Areth Tich Primas. 


21. om toyvoog A syr-dd Tich. 


22. om ist wae 1. 
axovaOn, evpeOn B. 

23. om Ist cat B: ins C rel 1. 
fuld lipss) Primas. (in te vulg-ed.) 
to 1st oo: in ver 23. 


rec (for pvdivov) pvdoy, with B rel 1 Hippol 
Andr Areth: txt A, pudKoy C, molarem vulg. aft 
om zaong A copt. 


éTt ins ey autn Bf. | 


for pvdov, puGov C, for 


om Ist ey C: ins B rel 1.—¢idi am(with demid 
homeotel in A 26. 51, coe eve at end of ver 22 
ins gwrn bef vungre C. 
CB rel. (om preceding ort a b ej k 38. 51.) 


om oi [bef guzopor] A g: ins 
rec Pappacera: txt AC] m. 


24. for aa, aara B rel Andr Areth: txt AC 1. 38 vulg syr-dd copt Hippol. 


must be of the conditional element in 
which : “whereby” would more nearly 
give it in our idiom) which all who have 
their ships in the sea became rich out of 
her costliness (her costly treasures: con- 
crete meaning for the abstract term): for 
in one hour she hath been laid waste. 
20.| The angel concludes with calling 
on the heavens and Gtod’s holy ones to 
rejoice at her fall. Rejoice at her (év, 
her overthrow being the element and in- 
vestiture of the joy), thou heaven, and ye 
saints and ye apostles and ye prophets, 
for God hath judged your judgment upon 
her (hath exacted from her that judgment 
of vengeance which is due to you : see reff.). 
21—23.] Symbolic proclamation by an 
angel of Babylon's rum. And one strong 
angel took up a:stone great as a mill- 


stone, and cast it into the sea, saying, 
Thus with a rush shall be thrown down 
Babylon the great city, and shall never 
be found any more. And the sound of 
harpers and musicians and flute-players 
and trumpeters shall never be heard in 
thee any more, and every artisan of 
every art shall never be found in thee 
any more, and the sound of the millstone 
(see ref. Jer., where the denunciation re- 
gards Jerusalem, and is to be performed 
by the King of Babylon) shall never be 
heard in thee any more, [and] the light of 
alamp shall never shine in (or wpon) thee 
any more (still from Jer. I. c.), and the 
voice of the bridegroom and the bride shall 


AC Ba 
to m, 2. 
4.6.9. 
10-3-6-7- 
8-9. 26- 
7. 30-2. 


34 to 42, 


47 to 51. 
90. Br, 


never be heard in thee any more: be-~ 


cause the great men of the earth were 
thy merchants (this construction is neces- 
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m— A mt 2 e , A U - n?> ‘y 5 
 TOOPYTWY Kal aylwy evpeOn Kal TavTwv Twy  EeopaypE- ™ ch. x18 
o n ote ¥.6reff 
och. 1. al. 
] \ a "7 e 4 , p here (vv. 8, 4, 
XIX. ! Mera ravra iixovoa ° we pwvny peyadny 6) only. 
of rod > a > r , ’ yee e ‘Salms onty, 
0xAou woAAovu ev TW OVvpary Aeyovrwv P’AAAnAovta, nC, tt 4 
qr ’ G1 t en Sh \ © rs as s a eee ea q = ch. vii. 10. 
GwTnola Kal n ofa Kat n Suvapuc tov Geov NAWY, ¥ 80 ch. Hii. 10. 
Disha be % \ tar e ¢ , Tee eee s ch, iv. 11. 
ore aAnOiwai Kat * dikarat at Kplosic avrov, oTt ” expi- PEAT. 
Sy ’ \ ’ / , \ a 8 reff. 
vev THY “ TOOVHY THY pEyaAdny, ™ IrIC *epOeioey tTHv ynv veh. xvi 1 
> a ’ don Vg? ’ \ ¢@ cr ’ Wie cris: 
vy TH Y qoovea auTnc, Kal 7 eeediknoev TO alua TwV SovAwy Bie 


= 1 Cor. iii. 
17. Jude10. Gen. vi.11. see ch. xi. 18. h. vi. 10 (reff.). Deut. 
aoe z ch, vi. 10 (reff.) EUT, 


vey emt TC yne. 


y ch. xiv, 8. xvii. 2. xviii. 3, 


Cuap. XIX. 1. rec at beg ins cat, with f1h 1. 10-7. 36-8 (37. 49 Br, e sil) eth 
Andr: om AC B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl Areth Primas. (d def.) Steph 
om we, with 11. 16-8. 47 Bt syr-dd Andr-p Primas Tich: ins AC B rel vulg copt Andr 
Areth.— gw. pey. bef we 36. rec oxXov zrohAov bef peyadnyv, with h 10-7-9 (37, 
49 [Br ?], e sil): om peyadny 1.18. 40: txt AC B rel vulg-mss syr-dd arm Andr-coisl 
Areth Tich. rec Aeyovrog, with 30-4: Aeyovoay d: txt AC B rel 1 Andr Areth. 

ins ro bef adAndoura 1. transp dvvapic and doa B rel syr-dd Andr-coisl 
Areth: txt AC 1. 4. 18. 38 (d, e sil).—for duv., rin 36. rec adds kau n Tin, 
with 6.19. 35 (10. 26-7, e sil) copt Andr-p Areth: aft dofa 1: om AC B rel syr-dd 


Andr lat-ff. 


rec (for rov Oeov) kvpww tw Oew, with 1 Andr-p: kupiw rov Oéov 


(sic) 34: tw Oew 36. 47 vulg syr-dd eth arm Areth: txt AC B rel. 


2. om ai A. 


sary, if ot be omitted. It appears to 
have been inserted from conformation 
in part to Isa. xxiii. 8, where ot éu7ropot 
cov is the subject, and the art. fails be- 
fore doyovtec Tig ync. If we read it, 
we must render, Thy merchants were 
the great men of the earth), because in 
thy sorcery (on the form gapparia [= 
-céia |, see reff.) all the nations were de- 
ceived (see Isa. xlvii.9—12). And in her 
(the angel drops the address to the fallen 
city, and speaks out this last great cause 
of her overthrow as a fact respecting her) 
the blood of prophets and of saints was 
found and of all who have been slain on 
the earth (i. e. naturally, of all slain for 
Christ’s sake and His word. Compare the 
declaration of our Lord respecting Jeru- 
salem, Matt. xxiii. 35). 

Cu. XIX. 1—8.] The Church's song of 
praise at the destruction of Babylon. As 
each of the great events and judgments in 
this book is celebrated by its song of praise 
in heaven, so this also: but more solemnly 
and formally than the others, seeing that 
this is the great accomplishment of God’s 
judgment on the enemy of His Church. 
Cf. ch. iy. 8 ff., introducing the whole 
heavenly scenery: v. 9 ff., celebrating the 
worthiness of the Lamb to open the book : 
vii. 16 ff.: xi. 15 ff., on the close fulfil- 
ment of God’s judgments at the sounding 
of the seventh trumpet: xv. 3, on the in- 
troduction of the series of the vials: xvi. 

-5, on the retributive justice shewn in the 
pouring out of the third vial. 


SuegOecpev B rel Andr Areth: expwev A: txt C g m 36 (47, e sil) 


After these things I heard as it were 
a great voice of much multitude in 
heaven, of people saying (AcydvrTwy is 
most naturally a second dependent geni- 
tive following on éyAov) Alleluia (the 
word so often found in the Psalter, m-abdn, 
‘Praisé ye Jah,’ i.e. Jehovah. Perhaps 
it is hardly justifiable to lay, as Elliott has 
done, a stress on this Hebrew formula of 
praise being now first used, and to infer 
thence that the Jews are indicated as 
bearing a prominent part in the following 
song. The formula must have passed, 
with the Psalter, into the Christian 
Church, being continually found in the 
LXX: and its use first here may be quite 
accounted for by the greatness and finality 
of this triumph), the salvation and the 
glory and the might belong to our God; 
because true and just are His judgments: 
because He judged (the aorr. as before 
are proleptic. In this case they can be 
rendered by the simple past in fnglish) 
the great harlot, which corrupted (im- 
perf. : whose habit it was to corrupt) the 
earth in (év of the element of the corrup- 
tion) her fornication; and He exacted 
in vengeance the blood of His servants 
from her hand (so almost verbatim in 4 
Kings ix. 7, «ai éxducnotc ra atpara roy 
SovAwy pov THY ToOgNTOY, Kai Ta aipara 
TayvtTwy THY OovAwY cupiov eK xELOOG 
"IeCaBedX. The vengeance is considered as 
a penalty exacted, forced, out of the re- 
luctant hand: see also Gen. ix. 5; Ezek. 
xxxiii. 6, where the verb is é«e@yreiy). 
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ach. viii. 4 reff. 
b ch. xiv. 11 
reff. 


13 


pe See ara, \ 
ew. dat, ch.v. Aovia, Kal 0 “Kamvocg a 
rel. 


ae a A ” 2 > 
avtou 7 &k Kepoc auTne. 3 Kat devTEoov elpnkav P AAAn- 


rn b? ’ \ mA 
UTNC avaBaive gic TOVE alwyvac 


XIX. 


re a an Vo cof , , 
dLukeii, Hy aiwvwv. * Kal Ewecav ot Elko TésoapEC Toes BuTEpor 
iv.53. \ \ rn \ ’ ra - -~ ¢ he 
Actsii.a7. KGL Ta Téoaepa Cwa, Kal TOocEKvYNOAY TH bee re ° Ka ; 
iii. 8, 9. see le ; ; Se, ss = ie 
then Pace nuévy “emt TH Boovy, Aéyorrec Apny, : AAAnhovea. sapny 
i.1) only, \ Cg cr , rors , a an a 
faenae > Kat pwn amd tov Opovou e&nAOev, NEyousa “ Aweire © Tw F 
only. sy 


ies ce xX. . ae : ‘ es ; 6 Ay ai 

e ch. xi. 18 avuTov Ot pucoot kat Ol peyadou. kat ynKOvOa WC. seeMiKPOe 
xiii. 16. 
f ch. i. 15. 


cal r , e o , cal \ e , 
2 DEO eX Oew nov, qavtec ot SOovAoe avTov Kat ot poBoupevor 
; 


r A tne a . 
pwviv oyAov woAAou Kat we ‘ bwvny f YOarwv ‘mode A xb to 
a ’ bes : ’ , 2.4. 
Kal wo ® pwvny £ Beovrwy ie lox vowy, * Agyourec ? AXAn- 6. 9. 10- 
« , 


g ch. vi.l. xiv. 
2. Ps. ixxvi. 


18. 
h see Heb. v. 7. 


-6-7-8- 1 
he fr be ' ie ek \ k 
i chexe2ret Novea, Ore? EBaciArevoev ~ Kuptog 0 ~ Geog 0 * TavToKeaTwo. 9. 26-7. i 
constr., . on 
i fe , \ im? ’ Vngo? Tey Oe ‘ 
de sieae Xaipwmev Kat" ayadAwpev, Kat Swoouev tHv "Sokav 1942. i 
ch. i. 8 reff. . 
1 Matt.v.12. 1 Pet. iv. 13. 


m act., Luke i, 47 only. = John v. 85. viii.56. 1 Pet.i.6,8. iv.13al. Ps. 90. Br. 


exvii.24. Isa. xi. 10. n ch. xi, 18 reff. 


Andr-a. rec ins rng bef yetpoc, with 1. 16-7. 34 (35-6-9. 47 Br, e sil): om ACB 
rel Areth. 
8. evoncev B rel copt Areth: eupyeaow bf g Andr-p: say C, error 38: txt Am. 
om aurne 1. 


4. rec execov: txt AC B? hj 191. 10. 49. ree ot mpeoB. ot erxoo., with C rel 
vulg(with am fuld, agst demid lipss tol) syr-dd Andr-cois] Areth: txt A B b f Bt Andr 
Primas.—ree exooe kat recoapic: KO Bagj k110. 49. 50. 90 Bt: txt ACc dehm 
9. 32-8. 47-8. rec (for rw Opovw) tov Opovev, with hj 10-7-8-9. 36-8 (b 37-9. 
47-9 Br, e sil) Andr: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 

5. rec (for azo) ex, with h 1. 4. 10-7-8. 34 (a c £6. 32-6-7. 47-8-9 Br, e sil) Andr 
Areth: txt AC B rel Andr-coisl Areth-comm, for Opovov, ovpavov B f. om 
Aeyovaa 1. rec (for rw Ow) roy Oeov, with rel 1 Andr Areth : txt AC Bf 9. 27. 
36. 41-2. 51. om 2nd «at C.- rec ins cat bef ot prepor, with 1 (m, e sil) 
Andr-a: om AC B rel vulg syr-dd copt «eth arm Andr Areth Primas. (of this ver 
only ovvov c&nXOe is now left inf: the collators are silent about rai, but 92 [the tran- 
script of f] omits it.) 

6. om Ist we 1, ins 1-corr. om 2nd we Ab 12. Steph Aeyorrag, with 
h 1. 10-6-7-9. 30-7. 47-9 Areth: elz Aeyovrwy, with A g m 6. 18. 35-6-8 Andr-a, 
dicentium vulg Primas: Asyorvtoc 39: txt B rel Andr-coisl, dicentes Tich. aft 
Qeoc ins nuwy B rel vulg syr-dd Andr Areth Tich: om A g 1 (49. 50, e sil) copt. 

7. rec aya\AtwpueOa, with B rel Andr-coisl Areth: txt A g m 12-8. 35-6. 


And a second time they said Alleluia; 
and her smoke (of her burning, ch. xviii. 
9al.: not, as Ewald, because rij¢ mupw- 
coéwo atric is not added, of hell in 
general) goeth up to the ages of the ages 
(this addition gives a reason for the praise, 
parallel with those introduced by dre be- 
fore). And the twenty-four elders and 
the four living-beings fell down and 
worshipped God who sitteth upon the 
throne, saying Amen; Alleluia (thereby 
confirming the general song of praise of 
the great multitude). And a voice came 
forth from the throne (amé perhaps [Do 
W.] gives more the direction than the 
actual source of the voice [é«, as rec. }. 
It is useless to conjecture whose voice it 
is: but we may say that [r@ ep hpav] 
it is not that of the Lamb, as Ew. and 


Hengstb. Our Lord never spoke thus: 
ef. John xx. 17, note) saying, Give praise 
to our God, all His servants (cf. Ps. 
exxxiv. 1), and they that fear Him, the 
small and the great (cf. Ps. cxiii. 13). 
And I heard as it were the voice of much 
multitude (cf. ver. 1), and as it were the 
voice of many waters, and as it were the 
voice of strong thunders, saying (nom., 
see ref.), Alleluia, because the Lord 
God Almighty reigneth (here is a case 
where we cannot approach the true sense 
of the aor. éBacidevoev but by an English 
present: “reigned” would make the word 
apply to a past event limited in duration : 
“hath reigned” would even more strongly 
imply that the reign was over. It is well 
to note such cases, to shew the inadequacy « 
of our past tenses to reproduce the Greek 
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avr@, ort mABEv is ete Tou doviov katy yun QUTOU 0 = Matt. xxii 


‘nrotmacev eautyy. 8 


* Buoowov * Aquapoy Seats 
* Otkatwuara Tov " ayiwy EoTLV. 

: Kai Neyer pot Tpapor * 
TOU 


t ch. xviii. 12 reff. 
v= here only. see ch. xv. 4. 
al. Esth, v.12 


rec (for dwooper) SeouEr, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt A 86 pode. 


avtov 1. 


8. rec (for erases kaBapov) kaQapoy cat Aaprovr, with 1. 36 Andr : 


t EOy avr 
TO yao * Bucowwov Ta 


u = Luke xxiii. 11, James ii. 2, 8. ch. xviii. 14 t. 
w = ch. xi. 18 reff. 


, Me. XXV. 
iva * mepiadnrar 10, ao 
\ p=ch. xxi. 9. 
Matt. i. 20. 
Deut. xxii. 24. 
q = ch. xxi. 2. 
pee Gen. 
v.14, 44. 


Makapuor ot ec TO Oetrvov re peomsie John 
° yapov tou aoviou » KexAnuévor. 


xvii. 4. ch. 
vi. 4. viii. 3. 
8 ch. vii. 9 reff. 
bee xxix. 22 al.) 
= Matt. xxii. 3 


Kat Neyer mor Obdror 


x Luke xiv. 15. 


om 


calapoy 


Aapmpov 17-8: Aaprpoy kar caYaooy B rel Andr-coisl: txt A g1 Bt am(with demid 


lips-4 lux) syr-dd copt «th Areth Primas. 


rec core bef rwy aywwy, with 1. 34. 40-1 


vulg copt: txt A B rel syr-dd Andr Areth Primas. 


ones). Let us rejoice and exult, and we 
will give the glory to Him; because the 
marriage of the Lamb is come (these 
words introduce to us transitionally a new 
series of visions respecting the final con- 
summation of the union between Christ 
and His Church, which brings about the 
end, ch. xxi. 1 ff.: the solemn opening 
of which now immediately follows in vv. 
11 ff. This series, properly speaking, in- 
cludes in itself the overthrow of the kings 
of the earth, the binding of Satan, the 
thousand years’ reign, the loosing of Satan, 
the final overthrow of the enemy, and the 
general judgment: but is not consum- 
mated except in the entire union of Christ 
and His with which the book concludes. 
So that the aorr. 7)\0ev, 2)Toipacey, are in 
a measure proleptic. This figure, of 
a marriage between the Lord and His 
people, is too frequent and familiar to need 
explanation. Cf. in the O. T. Isa. liv. 
1—8; Ezek. xvi. 7 ff.; Hos. ii. 19 f.: and 
in the N. T., Matt. ix. 15 || and note, 
xxv. 1 ff.; John iii. 29; Eph. v. 25 ff. 
Indeed it penetrates almost every where 
the thoughts and language used respect- 
ing Christ and the Church), and His wife 
hath made herself ready (is complete in 
her adornment, as in next verse). 
And it was given to her (have we in these 
words still the voice of the celestial chorus, 
or. are they merely narrative, written in 
the person of the Seer himself? It seems 
to me that the latter alternative is ren- 
dered necessary by the fact of the expla- 
nation, 7d ydp x.7.\., being subjoined. 
Diisterd. makes the song end at Aapmpor: 
but this seems harsh and disjointed. 
Moreover the é86@y is the regular formula 
narrandi of the book) that (a construction 
of “St. John’s, see ref.) she should be 
“clothed in fine linen garments, bright 


[and] pure (“ Vides hic cultum gravem ut 
matron, non pompaticum qualis meretri- 
cis ante descriptus.” Grot.), for the fine 
linen garment is (imports, see Matt. 
xxvi. 26 reff.), the righteousness of the 
saints (i. e. their pure and holy state, at- 
tained, as in the parallel description ch. 
vii. 14, is declared by the elder, by their 
having washed their robes and made-them 
white in the blood of the Lamb. The 
plur. -pata is probably distributive, im- 
plying not many dccawpara to each one, 
as if they were merely good deeds, but 
one dickaiwpa to each of the saints, en- 
veloping him as in a pure white robe of 
righteousness. Observe that here and 
every where, the white robe is not Christ’s 
righteousness imputed or put on, but the 
saints’ righteousness, by virtue of being 
washed in His blood. It is their own; 
inherent, not imputed ; but their own by 
their part in and union to Him). 

9,10.] The Bride in this blessed mar- 
riage being in fact the swm of the guests 
at its celebration, the discourse passes to 
their blessedness, and an assurance of the 
certainty of that which has been foretold 
respecting them. The Apostle, moved by 
these declarations, falls down to worship 
the angel, but is forbidden.—And he saith 
(who? the only answer ready to our hand 
is, the angel of ch. xvii. 1. Some, as 
Ewald and Ebrard, suppose some one 
angel to have been constantly with St. 
John throughout the visions: but there 
seems no reason for this) to me, Write 
(cf. ch. xiv. 18) Blessed are they who 
are bidden (see reff.: and bear in mind, 
throughout, our Lord’s parables on this 
matter: Matt. xxii. 1 ff., xxv. 1 ff Our 
ch. iii. 20 furnishes us with a link binding 
on the spiritual import to the figure) to 
the supper of the marriage of the Lamb. 
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tie Oh SHB. oy Aoyor ot * aAnPvot tov O00 stow. 10 cal * treoa * tu- A 3b to 
see ch. xxii, 8. a rc PO ae a > A ‘ , m, 2. 4-5 
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e see 1 Cor. xii. € 
10. 1Pet.i. 
10,11. 2 Pet. 
i, 21. 


moopnretac. 


9. om ypator 1. for ro, Tov B 16. om Tov yapovu 1. rec om 3rd ot 
[aft Aéyou], with B rel 1 Andr Areth: ins A 4. 48. rec ow bef rou Qeov, with 
1.17 (ah 87-8. 49, e sil) Andr: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr-coisl Areth Primas. 
(Beou bef adnAuwor g k.) . 

10. rec (for execa) execor, with B rel Andr Areth: txt A b h'j 1m 1. 2. 10-6-7. 26-7. 
35-6-9. 42-9. 50 Andr-a. (d def.) for eumrpoo0ev, evw7tov B. for autw, avroy 
B. ins cat bef rwy exovrwy 1. rec ins rov bef 1st eyoov, with 51 (2. 39. 
40-7, e sil): om A B rel 1 Andr Areth. . rec ins rov bef 2nd tnoov, with rel Andr- 
coisl: om A B f g 16. 36 Andr. (d def.)—rov vio: 48 Areth. [fis now defective 
from this point, but its readings are given from old collations made before the loss 


of the portion xix. 10 to xx. 15.] 


And he saith to me (the solemn repetition 
of this formula shews that what follows it 
is a new and important declaration), These 
sayings (cf. ch. xvii. 17. If we under- 
stand that the speaker is the angel of ch. 
xvii. 1, then odroe ot Adyoe will most 
naturally include the prophecies and reve- 
lations since then) are the true (we should 
hardly be justified, in a book where a\n@1- 
véc has repeatedly occurred in a sense 
hardly distinguishable from a@dn@He, in 
pressing it here to its more proper mean- 
ing of “genuine” [as Diisterd.], which 
would very well suit the sense in this 
place) [sayings] of God (are the very 
truth of God, and shall veritably come to 
pass). And I fell down before his 
feet to worship him (out of an overween- 
ing reverence for one who had imparted 
to him such great things: see also ch. 
xxii. 8, where the same again takes place 
at the end of the whole revelation, and 
after a similar assurance. The angel who 
had thus guaranteed to him, in the name 
of God, the certainty of these great reve- 
lations, seems to him worthy of some of 
that reverence which belongs to God 
Himself. The reason given by Diisterd., 
that in both cases John imagined the 
Lord Himself to be speaking to him, is 
sufficiently contradicted by the plain as- 
sertion, here in ch. xvii. 1, and there in 
ch. xxii. 8 itself, that it was not a divine 
Person, but simply an angel): and he 
saith to me, Take heed not (to do it): I 
am a fellow-servant of thine, and [a 
fellow-servant | of thy brethren who have 
the testimony of Jesus (as in reff.: on 
the former of which see note): worship 


God (the stress is on the verb: let mpoc- 
kbvnotc be reserved for Him), for (these 
words following are those of the angel, 
not of the Apostle, as Diisterd.: ver. 8, 
and ch. v. 8, where the Apostle gives ex- 
planations, are no rule for this place, 
where the explanation of necessity comes 
from the speaker, whose reason for pro- 
hibiting the offered homage it renders) 
the testimony of Jesus (the gen. ‘Incod is, 
as before, objective : the testimony borne to 
Jesus by these oydovdor, men and angels) 
is the spirit of prophecy (there is no real 
difficulty in this saying: no reason for 
destroying its foree by making “Inoow 
subjective, and 1 papr. Ino. to mean 
“the witness which proceeds from Jesus” 
[Diist.]. What the angel says is this: 
Thou and I and our brethren are all 
ExovTeg Ti}v paorupiay “Inco [= pao- 
Tupeg ‘Lyoov, as uniformly in this book |; 
and the way in which we bear this wit- 
ness, the substance and essence of this 
testimony, is, the spirit of prophecy ; 
évorioOnuey Ev mvedpa. This Spirit, 
given to me in that I shew thee these 
things, given to thee in that thou seest 
and art to write them, is the token that 
we are fellow-servants and brethren. 
Thus Vitringa: “Idem ille Spiritus qui 
loquitur agitque per eos qui predicant 
testimonium Christo, quod agebant Apos- 
toli, idem ipse est, qui per me loquitur, 
qui missus sum a Domino ut res venturi 
temporis tibi declararem. Tanta itaque 
tua quanta mea est dignitas, sumusque 
adeo conservi ad officia non disparia ho- 
noris et gradus a Domino appellati.” It 
does not follow that every one of those 
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ll es \ f » \ f° , Ay eed \ / atc 
: g° Matt. iii. 
Kat eidov rov ovpavoy © nVvEWy"evov, Kal LOov © Um- f Mati, 16 


Dp \ , \ 

TOC €UKOC, Kal O 
i ‘ leh het , NI 
mistoc Kat ‘aAdnOwoe, Kat év 
1 as 
ToAEmEL 


b Mu h 
KaOnuevoc 

k 8 k ' 1 
tKaloguVy) KelvEL Kal 


Sean) > 4 , 52. Acts 
é7 auTov [ kadoupevoc] (vii. 56) x. 
, il. Ezek.i. 
gz ch. vi. 2 reff. 
ch. iv. 2 reff. 


12 ™ of 88 0GOadpor avroo [ we | ™ pA0E rupdc, Kal Sree 


ich. iti. 14. 


> \ ‘ 4 ’ val w , , J 
emt THY KEpaAny avToOU "diadnuata TOAAa, °eywr [ovopara k Ps. xev. 18, 


1 ch. ii. 16 reff. 
? mch.i. 14 reff. 


Pp , ’ yf , > 
yeypappéva, kai] ° dvopa ? Yeyoampmévoy O ovdete OiOEv ét Wai xii Stef 


0 so particip., 


ch. i. 16. P ver. 16. ch. xvii. 5. 


11. rec avewypevov, with B rel Orig Andr Areth: txt A 42? Hippol Andr-p. 
om kadovpevoc Ac 1. 4. 6. 17!. 32. 48 Hippol Andr Areth: ins B rel vss Orig Andr- 


coisl Iren-lat Cypr Vict Jer Primas. 


12. om we B rel 1 arm Hippol Andr: ins A g m (30-4-5-6, e sil) vulg Orig Andr- 


coisl Areth Iren-lat Cypr. 


rec om ovopara yeypappeva kat, with A 4 (c1 6. 47-8, 


e sil) vulg Orig Hippol Andr-a Areth Iren-lat Cypr: ovowara yeypappeva, omg cat 


ovoua yeypappevoy, 9. 36-9: txt B rel 1. 


txXOvTwy THY papTuptay "Inoov has, in the 
same distinguished degree, the Spirit of 
prophecy: but every such one has the 
same Spirit, and that one Spirit, and no 
other, is the Spirit of prophecy). 

11—XXIlI. 5.] Tur Enp: beginning 
with the triwnphal coming forth of the 
Lord and His saints to victory (vv. 
11—16), then proceeding with the great 
defeat and destruction of the beast and 
false prophet and kings of the earth (vv. 
17—21), the binding of Satan and the 
millennial reign (ch. xx. 1—6), the un- 
binding of Satan and his destruction and 
that of the decewed nations (xx. 7—10), 
the great general judgment (xx. 11—15), 
and terminating with the vision of the new 
heavens and earth, and the glories of the 
new Jerusalem (xxi. 1—xxii. 5). 

l1—16.] The triumphal coming forth 
ve the Lord and His hosts to vietory. 

nd I saw heaven opened, and behold a 
white horse (the same words, including 
the five following, as in ch. vi. 2. It is 
wonderful that this striking identity, in a 
book where symbolism is so constant to 
itself, has not prevented the mistakes 
which have been made in interpreting 
that place. This horse and Rider are the 
same as there: the mov cai tva viknoy 
is on the point of its completion: the 
other horses and their riders, dark forms 
in His great world-long procession to vic- 
tory, will now for ever vanish, and war 
and famine and pestilence be known no 
more), and He that sitteth upon him 
[ealled] faithful and true (see ch. iii. 14), 


and in righteousness He judgeth and’ 


warreth (both those acts being his con- 

cern in his present triumphant progress. 

Notice that the very construction with 

the participles caOhuevoc and cadhobpevog 

is the same as that in ch. vi. 2). His 
Vou. IV. 


eyes (the 8é, as often, is best given in 
English by an asyndeton, marking a break 
in the sense, passing from the subjective 
to the objective description) [were as] a 
flame of fire (ch. i. 14 verbatim, again 
beyond question. identifying Him), and 
upon His head (accus.: see ch. iv. 2, 
note) many diadems (probably as He is 
Baoitsde Baciitwy: so Ewald, De W.., 
Hengstb. Certainly these are not the 
crowns of the ten kings, as Ziillig, al., for 
they are yet to be overthrown, ver. 19 ff. 
The orégavoc of ch. vi. 2 has become 
multiplied in the course of the subjection 
of the world to Him): having [names 
written (if these words are genuine, pro- 
bably the meaning is that the names were 
inscribed on the diadems, signifying the 
import of each), and] a name written 
(where, is not said. From this portion of 
the description regarding His head, pro- 
bably on the Brow) which none knoweth 
except Himself (what name is indicated ? 
Certainly not that given below, ver. 13 ; 
nor can these words mean that He Him- 
self alone knows the mystery latent in 
that name [so Vitringa, al.]. Nor again 
can we say that it is any of the names by 
which our blessed Lord is known to us 
already [so:Ewald, al.]. But it is the 76 
évoua pou To kavvoy of ch. iit. 12: some 
new and glorious name, indicative, as ap- 
pears from the context there, of the com- 
pleted union between Him and His people, 
and of His final triumph. This name the 
Apostle saw written, but knew not its im- 
port: that, like the contents of the sealed 
book, being reserved for the day when He 
shall reveal it): and clothed in a vesture 
dipped in blood (sce Isa. lxiii. 2, 3: which 
is clearly in contemplation here, from our 
ver. 15 b. © This being so, it is better per- 
haps to avoid the idea of His own blood 
3B 
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Page Spe Qapov. K@l EK TOU OTOMATOG GUTOUV ~ EKTTOOEVETAL OfL~ 33 Kat ex 
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uch. i. 18 reff. - ’ ‘ ’ er i Ra \ a0 8 a - 1 Aon 
veh.xviii 19 7 qomavel avtove év * paow otdnpa’ Kat avtog * warTEel 4.6.9. — 
reff. \ \ ret iy aes Pine crea ae ~ 10-3-6-7- 
weh-ii-4 — ryv * Anvoy Tov ” olwov Tov Oupov ° rig opyne tov * Ueov 8-9. 26. 
h. i. 16 reff. a , . Pies a is Cah » 7. 30. 
7 (av, —ch.vi, TOU * qavToKpaToeoc. 16 kai EXEL ETL TO WmaTLOV Kal ETL vam 
8 reff.) ch. \ Hah eS , , f cy . 
a eee rov “ pnpov avtov “ovopa © Yeyeaumevov BaowArve Baat- 90. Br 
Iv, 5. ECH. 
i \ , , 
navivw.  A&wY Kal Kuptocg Kuolwy. 
Fae hen, she, bo.” Tas. Tati, & Lamas L 36. bch. xiv. 8, 10. xvi, 19. ech. i. 8 reff. 


ii. 9. * I 
dhere only. Pg. xliv.3. e ver, 12. fch, xvii.14. Dan. ii. 47. 


18. rec (for kewAnrat) KaXerrar, with 1. 4. 10. 34. 49. 51 (c 1 6. 16. 36-7-9. 48 Br, 
e sil) Andr Areth: txt A B rel eth Hippol. ; : 

14. Steph om 2nd ra, with Bp cfj1lm 1.6. 16-8. 27. 35-8 Andr-a: ins A rel Orig, 
Andr-coisl. neodovOovr 1. for ef’, ext B rel Orig Andr-coisl Areth: txt A 
g 1. (17) 34-6 (f 16. 38-9. 40, e sil) Andr-a. (@p1m7ot zodXot 17.) rec ins kat bef 
ca0aooy, with 1. 10. 34 (e 35. 40-1, e sil) Orig Andr Jer: om A B rel am(with demid 
fuld lips-5 tol) syr-dd Andr-cois] Areth Iren-lat Cypr. ; 

15. ins dtoropog bef ofa B rel syr-dd Andr Areth Cypr: om A 36-8. 51 am(with 


demid fuld) copt Orig Andr-a Tren-lat. 


e sil): raparaén 9: txt A Brel 1 Orig Andr Areth. 


rec (for watatn) raraoon, with (k 27, 
rec ins kat bef rng opyne, 


with 1 (g, e sil) Andr; om A B rel vulg copt «th arm Orig Andr-coisl Areth Iren-lat 


. 


Tich. om last rov 4. 


16. om ext To yarioy kat A eth-rom Cassiod. (for mattoy, perwror g.) 
rec ins ro bef ovopa, with 1 Andr-a: om A B rel Orig Andr Areth. 


Tov, Twv 1. 


being in view): and His name is called, 
The Word of God (this title forms so plain 
a link between the Apocalypse and St. 
John’s writings, where only it oceurs, that 
various attempts have been made by those 
who reject his authorship, to deprive it of 
that significance. I have discussed these 
in the Prolegomena, § i. parr. 110, 111). 
And the armies which are in heaven 
(not the holy angels only, as De W. and 
Hengstb., but the glorified saints: the oi 
per’ avrov of ch. xvii. 14, who are spoken 
of in reference to this very triumph, and 
are said to be «Anroi Kat éeAexroi cai 
mtorot) followed Him upon white horses, 
clothed in fine linen [garments] white, 
pure (this clothing also speaks for the 
saints being included in the triumphal pro- 
cession: see ver. 8, and ch. vi. 11). And 
out of His mouth goeth forth a sharp 
sword (see ch. i. 16, ii. 12, 16), that with 
(év, as invested in or with) it He may 
smite the nations; and He (there is an 
emphasis in this and the following clause 
on avtds, which however would be too 
strongly rendered by “Aimself”’) shall 
rule (see ch. ii, 27, xii. 5, and note) them 
(mase. ; their component members being 


for 


in the Writer’s mind) with a rod of iron: » 


and He (and none other, as we know from 
Isa. lxiii. 3) treadeth (it is His office to 
tread) the winepress of the wine of the 
fierceness of the wrath (of the outbreak- 
ing of the anger: see on ch. xvi. 19) of 
Almighty God. And He hath upon His 
vesture and upon His thigh a name 
written (i. e. most naturally, written at 
length, partly on the vesture, partly on 
the thigh itself; at the part where, in an 
equestrian figure, the robe drops from the 
thigh. The usual way of taking the 
words is to suppose the cai epexegetic or 
definitive of the former words, “on His 
vesture,” and that on the part of it cover- 
ing His thigh. So De W., Diisterd., al. 
Others imagine [so Grot., al.] a sword, on 
the hilt of which the name is inscribed. 
But there is no trace of this in the text. 
Wetst. quotes Cicero, Verr. iv. 43, “ Sig- 
num Apollinis pulcherrimum, cujus in 
femore literulis minutis argenteis nomen 
Myronis erat inscriptum :” and Pausanias, 
Kliac. extr., dvad@nua ... avdpdc sicwy 
+ +» eyeion O& im” abrd yeypappévor 
éorivimi rod pnpod, Ziv Oey Baordet pw’ 
axoobirioy tvOad’ EOnkay Mevoaior. See 


13—20. 
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oet@vev TO péya tov Gov, 


fe \ U is 
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Fed \ , 4 \ - ’ 
Pov Kal ™ cupKacg immwv Kal tov KaOnuévwv et avrove, 
Weng ' ° p z bé ..\. ip , \ a 
Kat “oaokacg tavrwv *érevBéowv te Kat ? dovAwy Kat 


“mkowv Kal Tpeyakwv. 19 


: a a. a \ Rig le v => 
Baowrzic THC yne Kat Ta@ oTpaTeumaTa avuTou ri Ouv- 


3 A“ , 
HEGOVOAVN MATL Acure : ouvay Onre 
18 ¢ 


€C igo (-o-) ch. 
Ti 2 A. Ziretf, 
€l¢ TO & ch. viii. 13. 
m , , i Se 6 only ft. 
( P ch. xvi. 
paynte capkac Kzxrx. bles 
17, 18. 
m ch. xvii. 16. 
Levit. xxvi. 
29. 
ch. vi. 15 reff. 


oO = Matt. xii. 
29. Josh. 


wa 


Kal ELO0v TO 60 t i fg } pak iii. 16 
. Xili. 
nptov Kat TOUC reff 


q ch. xi. 18. 
xiii, 16, xx. 


, s a ry s , \ a , pity MQ Pes 
nyeeva TOounoat Tov TOAEMOY Meta TOU KaOnpévou €7l Baie 18 (21). 
r ver. 14. 


me oS. A ‘ > ¢ ’ ? 
TOU tTTOU Kal féeTa TOV OT PATEVUATOC auTou, 
2 , rf) \ ) ceil. Were ai > ’ cal ey , 
extaoUn To Unolov, Kat Ol MET avToOU, O bevdor popnrne 


(Cant. ii. 15.) Wisd. xxiii. 21 only. 
36. ii. 25. v.40. Lukevi.4, Tit. iii. 15 only. 


2 Cor. xi. 22 only t. 


\ sch. xi. 7 reff. 
KQl ¢ =Johnvii. 30. 
(xxi. 8, 10) 
al5, Acts xii. 
4, (iii. 7.) 

u Matt. xii. 8, 4. xxvii. 51. Mark i. 


ee 20) 


v ch. xvi. 13. 


17. om eva B rel syr-dd Andr-a Tich: ins A g h]m 17. 35-8 (87. 41-7-9 Br, e sil) 


vulg Andr Areth Primas.—add adAov m 35 Andr-coisl. 
exoaéev ins ey Bbefjk1 m 2. 13. 26-7. 42. 50-1. 90. 


aft 


rec 


exoaler B g tol. 
om Aeywy 4. 


merwpevoic, with ¢ k 1 32 (2. 37-9. 40-1, e sil): txt A Brel 1 Andr Areth. 


pecovparicpare 1. 


rec (for cvvay@nre) car ovvayeobe (with none of our mss) : 


om 1: txt A 8B rel am(with demid fuld lipss tol, agst lips-6) syr-dd copt «th Andr 


Areth. 


rec (for ro peya Tov) Tov peyadou, with 1. 36 (49, e sil) lips-6 Andr-a: 


txt A B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Primas Tich. (roy peya k 4. 6. 16. 26. 84-5-8-9. 
40-1-8. 90: roy peyay b c m 32.—roy Oamvoy ro peya de gh [al? ].) 


18. om from 1st «ca: to 2nd 1. 
Af. om zvavtwy 1. 
A 32(Tisch) rel Andr-a-coisl Areth. 
rel 1. 
Areth. 


rec ex’ avtwy, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt 

rec [aft thevfiowy] om re, with 1 (9. 26?): txt 
om kat bef jpucowy Bf k 9. 30-6. 47: ins A 

aft pucowy ins re Brel: om Agm 1. 35. 51 (4, 6. 32. 48, e sil) Andr 


19. rec (for avrov) avrwy, with B rel vss Andr Areth Tich Primas: txt A c 6.11. 
rec om roy bef woXeuor, with rel 1 Synops Andr: ins AB de fk 19. 18-6. 26-7. 


39. 41-9. 51 Areth. 


20. rec (for ot per’ avrov) pera rourov o, with 1.30 Andr-a: per’ avrovo h 32-7. 49? 
BY, per’ avro o 38 vulg Synops Andr-p Primas: 0 per’ avrov rel: 0 wer’ avrov o 33: txt 


also Herod. ii. 106, where the inscription 
runs across the chest from shoulder to 
shoulder), King of Kings, and Lord of 
Lords (ch. xvii. 14). 

17—21.] Defeat and destruction of the 
beast and the false prophet and the kings 
of the earth: preceded by (17, 18) an an- 
gelic proclamation, indicating the vastness 
of the slaughter. 

And I saw an (one) angel standing in 
the sun (not only as the place of bright- 
ness and glory becoming the herald of so 
great a victory, but also as the central 
station in mid-heaven for those to whom 
the call was to be made): and he cried 
with a great voice, saying to all the 
birds which fly in mid-heaven, Come, be 
gathered together (see, on the whole of 
this proclamation, Ezek. xxxix. 17 ff, of 
which it is a close reproduction) to the 
great banquet of God, that ye may eat 


the flesh of kings, and the flesh of cap- 
tains of thousands, and the flesh of 
strong men, and the flesh of horses, and 
of them that sit on them, and the flesh of 
all, free as well as bond, both small and 
great (this proclamation is evidently not 
to be pressed into a place in the prophecy, 
nor are its details to be sought in the in- 
terpretation, as has been done by Andreas 
and Primasius, who hold the birds to be 
angels, and Brightm., who holds them to 
be nations and churches. The insertion is 
made, as above, to shew the greatness and 
universality of the coming slaughter). 
And I saw the beast (ch. xiii. 1) and the 
kings of the earth and their armies 
gathered together (as above under the 
sixth vial, ch. xvi. 12 ff., on the field of 
Harmagedon) to make their war (viz. 
that predicted above, ch. xvi. 14, xvii. 14) 
with Him that sitteth upon the horse 
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w ch. xiii. 13 
reff. 

x act., ch. ii. \ , \ 
20 reff. w.¢v, TOUC AaPovrac TO 
ch. xviii. 23 oe: reel 
oh. xii 16 
ch. xiii. 

Tor rett, \ 

zch. xiii. 14& 
passim. Dan. 
iii. 18. 

aso Num. xvi. 
80, 31. Ps, 
liv. 16. 

b ch. xx. 10, 

14, 15 (bis). 
xxi. 8 only. 
(Dan. Vii. 


11.) 
cas above (b). 
Luke v. 1, 2. 
Viii. 22, 23, 33 
only. Ps. evi. 35. 
e ch. ix. 17 reff. fch. vi. 8 reff. 
Matt. v. 6. xiv. 20al. Ps. ciii. 13. 


A 34(omg 6) 41. 


ANOKAAYW1S IQANNOY. 


~b ‘ N a , ’ e , 
THV be Aiwyny TOU Tvoeec TyV KQLOPEVHY év Dew. 


ich. i. 18 reff. 
here only. Mark v.3,4) L. Acts xii.6,7 al.t Wisd. xvii.17 only. 


for Tn Evxovt, To Yavaypa B, THY Etkova 38. 


XIX. 21. 


tw U] \w - > / , cal ’ @ x? \ , oEv 
o “womoac ta “onusia evwTiov avTov, Ev olg  EwAaYH 

, o , ‘ \ 
y Xapayya TOU Onotov Kal TOUS TOOCKU- 
r ’ ~ ~ ’ , e , > 
vouytag TH * eKOVL avToOU, * CwvTec EBA nOnoav ot dvo eC 


\ 
U Kal 


ot Nourol f amwexravOnoav * ev TH * poupata rou KkaQnuévou 
émt TOU imov TH Le Dovey éK TOU oTORATUC avrou Kat 
mavra ta ® doved 5 éxootacOnoay EK TWY saoKkwy avrwv. 
XX. ! Kai cid8ov ayyedov Kataalvovra &K TOU ovpa- 
vou, éxovra tyv ‘KAgiv tHe ) aBuacou Kat § aAvow meyaAny 


d= ch. xxi.8. Job xli. 11. see also ch. viii. 8. Heb. xii. 18. pres., John xv. 6. 
g ver. 17. Rev., here only. John vi. 26. 
jch. ix. 1, 2 reff. k Reyv., 

BAn@noorrar 1. 


Tns Kalouerns A, ignis ardentis vulg, ignis ardentis igne Primas. (But stagnum ardens 


igne Promiss.) 
sil) Andr: om A B rel Andr-p Areth. 


rec ins rw bef Mew, with d(perhaps) m 1. 30?-4-6 (c 6. 32. 49, e 


21. rec (for eekOovan) exropevopern (with none of our mss): txt A B rel 1 Andr 


Areth. 


Cuav. XX. 1. rec (for edewv) edevda, with 11 (f [and 92] 13. 39, e sil) Andr Areth: 


cAstoay 16: txt A B rel Andr-coisl. 


and with his army (otparevparos, sing. 
probably as being one, and having one 
Head, whereas they are many, and under 
various leaders). And the beast” was 
taken (reff.), and those with him (to wit, 
the Wevdorpopyrne, and ot dotroi, ver. 
21),—the false prophet who wrought the 
miracles in his presence (cf. ch. xiii. 
11—17, by which it clearly appears that 
this false prophet is identical with that 
second beast), with which he deceived 
those who received (not necessarily nor 
probably, who had received, as HE. V.: the 
aor. part. is contemporary, as usual, with 
the aor. verb: and is probably here used 
because the receiving the mark is one act, 
the worship [apoccvvotvras | a continued 
habit) the mark of the beast and those 
who worshipped his image (cf. ch. xiii. 
14, 16): the two were cast alive into 
the lake of fire which burneth with 
brimstone (viz. into Gehenna, or hell pro- 
perly so called, Matt. v. 22; where also, 
after the millennium, Satan himself is cast, 
ch. xx. 10, and, when their work is finally 
accomplished, Death and Hades, ib. 14 a. 
This lake of fire constitutes the second 
death, ib. 14 b, xxi. 8. These only, and 
not the Lord’s human enemies yet, are 
east into eternal punishment. The latter 
await the final Judgment, ch. xx. 11 ff.). 
And the rest (the Baokic and their 
orparevpara) were slain with the sword 
of Him that sitteth on the horse, which 
(sword) goeth forth out of His mouth (see 
Isa. xi. 4; 2 Thess. ii. 8. De Wette re- 


marks, that it is a hint of the spiritual 
nature of this victory, that no battle 
seems actually to take place, but the Lord 
Himself, as in 2 Thess., destroys the ad- 
versaries with the sword out of His own 
mouth. But clearly, a// must not be thus 
spiritualized. For if so, what is this ga- 
thering ? what is indicated by the coming 
forth of the Lord in glory and majesty ? 
Why is His personal presence wanted for 
the victory ?): and all the birds were 
satiated with (out of, as the material of 
the satiety) their flesh. 

Cu. XX. 1—10.] Tur victory ovER 
Saran. The next enemy now remaining 
is the Arch-fiend himself, who had given 
his might and his throne and great power 
(ch. xiii. 2) to the beast: whose instru- 
ments the other enemies were. The blow 
given to him by their overthrow is followed 
by his binding and incarceration for 1000 
years (vv. 1—3): during which period the 
Saints live and reign with Christ, and 
judge the world, and the first resurrection 
takes place (vv. 4—6). But his malice 
and his power are not yetat an end. One 
final effort is permitted him at the end 
of that time (ver. 7), and he once more 
succeeds in deceiving the nations (ver. 8), 
who come up against the camp of the 
saints, and are destroyed by fire from 
heaven (ver. 9). He is then cast into the 
lake of fire with the beast and false pro- 
phet, there to be tormented for ever 
(ver. 10). 


1—3.| The binding of the dragon. 


...exov 6. 
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9. 10-3- 


6-7-8-9. 
26-7. 30. 
32 to 35. 
387 to 42. 
47 to 51. 
90. Br. 
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XX. 1—4. 


| ae ae | A - > a 9 
é7l THY Keloa auTOu. 
e e 
\ zs Gast) ’ 4 
Kal €EOHNOEV AUTOV XiAva eT, 
iv \ 
aPuosov, Kal 


4 \ a 
iva py “Aare 


\ a a a ’ 
peta tavra * det * AvOnvat avrov “ wKoov " Xoovov. 
4 x i Vv v \ ? U 
Kat eidov ‘Ooovouc, kat exabioav 
i3 = ’ , > lod \ A Lees 
“* KouLa *2000n avroic’ Kal Tac ¥ puyac tw * wemede- 


r=ch.x.7. xv.1. John xix. 30. 
v Dawn. vii.9. Matt. xix. 28. 


8 Kings v. 18 Ald. 


2. rec Tov ogiyv rov apyator, with B rel 1 Andr Areth: txt A. 


a n? lo CA > , \ ~ 
1) 2 ogc 0) aoxatoc, Oc EeOTLVY dtaBoroc Kal 0 Laravac, 

Wess 
3 kat EBadev avrov sac thy 
D4 X \ 0? ’ Dy ’ a 
EKAELOEV KAL Eopoaytoev éeTaVW auUTOU, 
w \ 40 A r a A , a ‘. 
éTt Ta evn, ayo tereoOy Ta xtAca ETH 


s = Matt. xxiv.6. Luke xxiv. 26 al. 
35. Luke xiii. 16. John xi. 44. ver.7. Ps. civ. 20. 
i, [ w see Acts xxiv. 25. ch. xvii. 1. 

y = Acts ii. 27 (from Ps. xv. 10), 21. ch. vi.9 only. Wisd.iii.1. Jos. Antt. vi. 14. 2. 


AIIOKAAYYVIS IQANNOY. 729 


A ths ‘i be f 1=ch.y.1 
Kal EKOATNOEV TOV dpakorta, 9 Cor. Gis. 


see ch. iii. 20 
reff. 

m = Rev., here 
only. Mark 
xiv. 49, 51 
al. Ps. 
CXXXvi. 12. 

n ch. xii. 9. 
nom., ch. i. 


o = Jobn iii, 33 
only. (ef. 
Matt. xxvii. 
o8:) Dan. vi. 


ie 
p Rev., ch. vi. 
8 only. 
q ch. ii. 20 reff. 
2 Dan. ii. 28. t Mark vii. 
u John vii. 83. xii. 35. [ch. vi. 11.]_ Isa. liv. 7. 
x DAN. vii. 22. 
z here only. 


> 


> Ld , tim.’ 
€é7 auTouc, Kal 


rec om 6 bef 


caravae, with rel 1 Andr: ins AB chj m 9. 10-3-8. 27. 34-5-7-8. 41-2-7. 90. 
add 0 mAavwy thy omkovpevny odnv (from ch xii. 9) B rel syr-dd Andr Areth: om A 
c g 32. 47 vulg copt Andr-a Vict Aug Tich Promiss Primas. 

8. rec aft exAeoey ins avroy, with 1(?): om A B rel vulg syr-dd arm Synops Andr 


Areth. 


for eravw avrou, eupevwe avroy A. 
A g1.17'! (appy) Andr-a: txt B rel Andr Areth. 


rec (for thava) tAavnon, with 
rec ra evn bef ert (with none 


of our mss): om ere f (perhaps, not 92) 1. 40 Andr-a Tich: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd 


Andr Areth Vict Primas. 


rec ins «at bef pera, with h 1. 4. 10-7. 51 (c k m 13. 26-7. 


37-9. 41-2-8-9 Br, e sil) copt Andr Areth: om A B rel am(with fuld lips-4-5 tol) Vict 


Aug Tich Promiss Primas. 


rec avrov bef AvOnvat, with h 1. 10-7 (c.. 49. 51 Br, e 


sil) Andr: avroy AvOqvat avroy 40: txt A B rel Areth. 


And I saw an angel coming down out of 
heaven (not Christ himself, as Aug., 
Andr., Calov., Vitr., Hengstb., al.: nor 
the Holy Spirit, as Joachim, Cocceius 
[al.?]: but a veritable angel, as always 
before in this book) having the key of the 
abyss (of hell, the abode of the devil and 
his angels: see ch. ix. 1. For this abyss 
apparently is distinct from the lake of 
fire, a further and more dreadful place of 
punishment: see on ver. 10. This 
key had been for the purposes of God’s 
judgments given to Satan (= Abaddon, 
Apollyon), and by him the locusts were let 
forth, ch. ix. 1—11. Now it is entrusted 
to other hands, and for another purpose), 
and a great chain in (so in English: Gr., 
resting on, hanging wpon, as a chain natu- 
rally would be: see reff.) his hand. And 
he laid hold of the dragon (already well 
known from ch. xii.3 ff.,9; xiii. 2,4; xvi. 
13), the ancient serpent (see ch. xii. 9, 
and for construction, ref.), who is the 
devil and Satan, and bound him a thou- 
sand years, and cast him into the abyss, 
and shut and sealed over him (shut the 
door or cover at the top, and sealed it 
down. Notice, that the same absolute 
use of ogpayiZw in the active is found in 
- ref. John, and apparently there only: see 
Palm and Rost, sub voce), that he deceive 
the nations no more (the pres. indic. 
mravg is a construction compounded of 


the purpose, iva pi mAavjoy, and the 
result, dere wy whavgv. There does not 
appear to be the least ground for Diis- 
terd.’s idea, that the reading was adopted 
in order to suit the views of the later 
Fathers who regarded the millennium as 
present), until the thousand years shall 
be (shall have been: futurus exactus) 
accomplished; after that he must (the det 
of prophecy ; must, according to the ne- 
cessity of God’s purposes) be loosed for a 
little time (see below, ver. 7). 
4—6.] The Millennial reign. And I 
saw thrones (combine the two passages in 
the reff.), and they sat upon them (who? 
the Apostles, as in ref. Matt.: the Saints, 
as in 1 Cor. vi. 2, 38,—vd« otdare Ort ot 
dywot Tov Kdopoy Kotvovowy; . ove 
oidare bri ayyéAovg Kovwovper; Notice 
well, that there is nothing to hinder this 
in the souls of the saints not being seen 
till the next verse: for there is no mark 
of temporal sequence connecting the two 
verses ; nay, such an idea is precluded by 
the specification at the end of ver. 4, that 
those very souls of the saints are they 
who reigned with Christ, and were His 
assessors in reigning and judging, during 
this time), and judgment (kptpo, the act 
and decision of judgment) was given to 
them (so in ref. Daniel, Ewe od HAOev 6 
mahatdc Hpeoov, cai Td Kpipa weer 
ayiowg vpiorov. That is, they were con- 
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Fy 7 ° \ ‘ ‘ a U 
a—cb.i.0 | KLMEMWY © dua tHv * pagtuelay * Inoov Kat dta tov * Noyov 
= ch.i.7 reff," ie . “4 : p \ ! *O\ 
cage, chm. 765 Oeov, Kat “oirwvec ov mooceKuvncay © ro Onovoy ove 

d ch. xiii, 16 


reff. 
e ch. vii. 3 reff. 
f = Rom. xiv. 


\ wal > rad \ ’ 7] ‘od ’ a4 \ 
TV elKOVa GuUTOUV Kal OUK éhaPov TO Kaoayyua til TO 


Neosat \ a a, im \ fo \g? 
9, ch. ii. 8. © eT wTOV Kat ETL TV KElpa auTWY, Kat e(naav Kal éBa- 


4 Kings xiii. ’ 


ra a y eh \ a 
otAgvoay pera TOU XetoTou XiAca ETN. 5 ot Aowrot TwWY 


rai , v7 j co \ , ? ef e 
eon, VEKPWY ovk ‘ tyoav ay * tedeaOy Ta XiAra ern. auTn y 
€ 7 ’ 


10, xxii. 5. yw j , , el we jeusl 
hw.gen,ch.  avaoTasig n ~ TOWTN. plakapwog Kat aylog Oo ~ EXWV 
ix. 4 6 ‘ 
iver. 3. i. jhere (bis) only. k = John xiii. 8 only, (see Luke xi. 36. xii. 46. Acts viii. 21.) 
4. for remeXextopevwr, TeToNpNwEevoy A: memerexnuevwy b: txt B rel 1. rec 


(for ro @npwov) rw Onpiw, with rel 1 Andr Areth: txt A Bb d fj k m 30-3-5-8. 


40-2-7-8. 50. 
40-1-2-7-8. 50. 90 Areth. 


rec ovre, with rel 1 Andr: txt A Be fg] 2. 9. 18-6. 26-7. 30-3-5-8. 
elz (for tnv eckova) Tn étkov, with rel Andr-a?-p 


Areth: txt A Bb dj k m1. 2. 4, 18-7-8-9. 26-7. 30-2-3-4-5-8. 40-1-2-7-8. 50. 90-2 Andr- 


coisl Areth. 


rec aft perwrov ins avrwy, with 4. 10-3-7 (h 2. 37. 49 Br, e sil), 


copt: om A B rel vulg (with am demid fuld, agst lips-4 tol) syr-dd Andr Areth Cypr 


Vict Aug. 
Areth. 


Steph om row bef yororov, with 1. 32 Andr-p: ins A B rel Andr 
rec ins ra bef ytAca, with B rel Areth: om A h 12-7. 32-4, 49 Br Andr. 


5. homeotel, erm at end of ver 4 and in this ver, b de fj k12. 9. 13-6!-8-9. 27. 


80-3-9. 40-1-2-7. 50-1. 90 syr-dd. 


ree aft oc ins de, with rel eth: ims caz bef ot 


Begh 1.4. 10-6-7. 26. 32-4-7-8. 48-9 Br copt Andr Areth: om A vulg(with am fuld 


tol lipss, agst. demid lips-4) Vict Aug Primas. 


Andr-coisl ; eorwm Vict Aug Primas. 


for vecowy, arOowruwy B 32-4 
ree aveZncarv, with rel eth: avearncay 1 


Andr-a: txt A Be g hm 4. 10-2-3-6-7-8. 26. 32-5-7-8. 48-9 B* vulg copt Andr Areth 


Aug Primas. 
7-8. 48-9 Br, 


stituted judges). And I saw the souls of 
them who had been beheaded (the word 
merexiZw, to smite with the axe, is found 
in Polybius [i. 7. 12, xi. 80. 2], Strabo, 
Plutarch, and Diodorus Siculus, in the 
sense of beheading) on account of the tes- 
timony of Jesus and on account of the 
word of God (ref.), and (of those) the 
which did not worship (during life) the 
beast nor yet his image, and did not 
receive the mark (mentioned ch. xiii. 16) 
on their forehead and upon their hand: 
and they lived (i. e. “lived again;” 
tZnoav = avé{noay, as in reff. : and, as 
the act is presently described as the first 
resurrection, with their bodies, perfect 
and complete) and reigned with Christ 
(took part in His Kingdom : see ch. i. 6; 
2 Tim. ii. 12: also 1 Cor, iv. 8 and note) 
a thousand years (it would certainly ap- 
pear that this reigning includes the office 
of judgment. Many interpreters suppose 
that these saints are the judged: so re- 
cently Disterd.: but there is nothing in 
the context, nor in other parts of Serip- 
ture, to favour this idea. Nay, it is ex- 
pressly negatived by our Lord’s saying in 
John v. 24, Gunv apry yw vpiy ore 6 
roy oyor pov akotwyv Kai moredwy 
Tw wéuayTi pe Exec Cwny aidrviov, cai 
eis Kplow ovK EpxeTat, GAAG peTraBEBner 
é« Tov Gavarov tic rHY why). The rest 


rec (for axpt) ewe, with rel: txt AB eg hm 1. 10-3-6. 26. 32-4- 


of the dead lived not (again, as above) 
until the thousand years be completed. 
This (atry isnot the subject, as De Wette, 
but the predicate, as in all such cases: 
the reduction of the proposition to the 
logical form requiring its inversion) is 
the first resurrection (remarks on the 
interpretation of this passage will be 
found in the Prolegomena, § v. par. 83. 
It will have been long ago anticipated 
by the readers of this Commentary, that 
I cannot consent to distort its words 
from their plain sense and chronological 
place in the prophecy, on account of any 
considerations of difficulty, or any risk of 
abuses which the doctrine of the millen- 
nium may bring with it. Those who 
lived next to the Apostles, and the whole 
Church for 300 years, understood them in 
the plain literal sense: and it is.a strange 
sight in these days to see expositors: who 
are among the first in reverence of an- 
tiquity, complacently casting aside the 
most cogent instance of consensus which 
primitive antiquity presents. As regards 
the text itself, no legitimate treatment of 
it will extort what is known as the spiri- 
tual interpretation now in fashion. If, in 
a passage where two reswrrections are. 
mentioned, where certain puyai énoav 
at the first, and the rest of the verooi 


énoav only at the end of a specified. 


y 
i 


5—9. 


k 
oe ev 7? | dvastdcee TH ) rowry’ 


TEpo¢ id 


AMTIOKAAYVIZ IQANNOY. 


™ Oavaroc OUK Exet ' ovolav, arr zoovrat 


731 


m Sev Lusages of 
é§oue. s 
fe ch. ii. 26 reff. 
” tepeic m ver. 14. ch. 
ii. 11. xxi. 8. 


1 ee} , e 
ewe yas ee oO 


\ a 
Tov Oeoo Kat Tou Xptorou, Kal ® BactAcvovew per” auTou ante 
er. 3. 


xidta z eTN. 


De Acts xii. 5 


al. fr. Gen. 
i SS \ ! ! xl. 4. 
fe 7 Kat orav tedeoOy ta yihia ern, °AvOnserar- o Ga 4 ch. i, 20 rest 
TeTat aa a a eases ace’ x ch. vii. 
Apb Pemie Se rie sinindese avtov 8 cat eEehevoerau “rhaviioa a0. ik a) 
om, 2. 20 sEzux. 
9.10. Ta eon Ta &v ee " Teoapotv “yeviate THC ys, tov “Tw © xxwiii.». 

“67-8 °M A t ch. xvi. 14, 16. 
|. 26-7. xix, 17. 
[e-7. ka ayer, * ouvaryayetv werovg atc TOV lg wy Tings at 
:7 to 42. O owude * avrov we rm ‘auuog tHe Oadacone. KU u constr, ch. 
-7 to 51. iii. 8 al. fr. 
0. Br, v ch. xii. 18 reff. 


6. rec 0 Oavarog o Sevrepoc, with 1 (49, e sil) syr-dd copt: dev. o Oay. Br: txt AB 


rel Hippol Andr Areth. 
Areth Vict Aug Primas Fulg: txt A. 


rec Baowevoovory, with B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr 
ins 7a bef yiAca B 38. 92 syr-dd. 


7. for oray redecOn, pera B be fj12. 4. 9. 13-6-9. 26-7. 30-3-9. 40-1-2-7-8. 50-1. 


90-2 arm Areth: 
Primas. 

8. ev rexapory (omg rate) 1. 
om A. 
rel Areth. 
Areth: ins A B rel. 


ore eredeaOnoay 1: 


period after that first,—if in such a pas- 
sage the first resurrection may be under- 
stood to mean spiritual rising with Christ, 
while the second means Uiteral rising from 
the grave ;—then there is an end of all 
significance in language, and Scripture is 
wiped out as a definite testimony to any 
thing. If the first resurrection is spiri- 
tual, then so is the second, which I sup- 
pose none will be hardy enough to main- 
tain: but if the second is literal, then so 
is the first, which in common with the 
whole primitive Church and many of the 
best modern expositors, I do maintain, 
and receive as an article of faith and 
hope). Blessed and holy (see ch. xiv. 18, 
xix. 9) is he that hath part in (ref., the 
expression is peculiar to St. John) the 
first resurrection: over such persons the 
second death (see reff. : and bear in mind 
what is said of our Lord Himself, Rom. 
vi. 9) hath not power, but they shall be 
priests of God and of Christ, and reign 
with Him (Christ) a thousand years. 

%—10.] Loosing of Satan at the end 
of the millennium: gathering together 
and destruction of the nations : final con- 
demnation of Satan. 


And when the thousand years are com-- 


pleted, Satan shall be loosed out of his 
prison (see ver. 3. The prophetic future 
is here used: but in ver. 9 the historic 
form with aorr. is resumed) and shall go 
forth to deceive the nations which are in 
the four corners of the earth (there will be 
nations on earth besides the saints reign- 


txt A rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Aug Jer 


rec ins roy bef paywy, with B rel Andr Areth : 
rec om rov bef zroAenov, with 1. 10-72. 35 (¢ 32. 49, e sil) Andr : 
ree om avrwy, with h 1. 10. 34-8 (c 4.17. 37. 48-9 BY, e sil) Andr 


ins A B 


ing with Christ, who during the binding of 
Satan have been quiet and willing subjects 
of the Kingdom, but who on his being let 
loose are again subjected to his tempta- 
tions, which stir them into rebellion 
against God), Gog and Magog (compare 
Ezek. xxxviil.and xxxix. throughout. This 
which is here prophesied is the great final 
fulfilment of those chapters. And the 
names Gog and Magog, taken from there, 
had been used in the rabbinical books to 
signify the nations which should in the 
latter days come up to Jerusalem against 
the Messiah. So the Jerus. Targum on 
Num. xi. 27, in Wetst., “In fine extremi- 
tatis dierum Gog et Magog et exercitus 
eorum adscendent Hierosolyma et per 
manus regis Messiz ipsi cadent et vii 
annos dierum ardebunt filii Israel ex armis 
eorum:” and Avoda sara, 1: “ quando 
videbunt bellum Gog et Magog, dicet ad 
eos Messias: ad quid hue venistisP Re- 
spondebunt, Adversus Dominum et adver- 
sus Christum ejus.” This name Magog 
occurs Gen. x. 2, as that of a son of 
Japhet, in company with brethren whose 
names mostly belong to northern and 
north-eastern nations: Gomer (Kimme- 
rians), Madai (Medians), Meshech (Musco- 
vites), &e. With these however are joined 
in Ezek. xxxviii. 5, Persians, Ethiopians, 
Libyans. - Josephus renders the word 
Set Oat [Antt. i. 6. 3], Maywyne oé {rods 
an’ abtod Maywyac dvopac%yrac KLUGE, 
VevOac 6b v7’ abrwy [r.' EAAhvwy] zooe- 
ayopevopéivovc, and so Jerome: Suidas, 
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(bis) oily. 4 Taoeu[3od nv Twv “aylwy Kal THY TOAW THY ll eleaia ic'l ; 
y here only t. a be r ; P 4 
"2 Kings v.23 jal © KatéBn © mvp EK TOU OVpavod, Kal ° KaTEpayev avTouE 
22 Heb, xiii. 10 ADs , *q x ° ’ \ ? x 4) 4 a d M ie } 
Th, 18 (Acts Kal 0 dtaPoAo0g 0 4 rAavwv avTous ep sabi Ta 4 
=Xi, 34, 37. a w 
xa 2h i NY Tov “ uPVC kat °@eiov, drov Kat to ' Onotov Kat o 
XXvi. 
32. b. i. f , \ , h e , ‘ h a 
tis Pevdoroodntne, kat ® BacarrcOnoovrat népac Kal © vUK ‘ 
Isauee OeE JC aw TwV aiwvwy i 
4 . 
oan. 18 TOC ELC TOUVG alwvac 


al 


\ 4 i , , ‘ Soe. i ’ 
b see Ps. Ixxvii. il Kat £LOOVv Qoovor peyav AevKkov Kal TOV KaOnuevov 


68. Ixxxvi. 2. ’ ’ A @ oak = N cn , of : a \, 
Boe tiaae ew auTou, ov Jamo Tov Tpocwrov epuyey yn yn Kal O 
vanes A ’ , Vokcs > ki et Rue 12 Sear ; 
Catch.” OUPaVvOS, Kal ~ TOTOE OVX evptOn avroic. Kal €looyv toe 
xiii. 13.) see a . - A fn 
Ci iii. 38. E ‘ ili. 22. ix. 6, d ch. xix. 20. vv. 14, 15 (bis). ch. xxi. 8. __ech.ix. A BD to 
; Tan i feh. xvi 18, xix. 20. g ch. ix. 5 reff. h ch. iv. 8 reff. ilsa.vi.l. ¢ h to 
j — Ps. xevi. 5. see Acts iii, 19. k ch. xii. 8 reff. m, 2. 4 
‘ 9. 10-3- 
6-7-8-9. 
9. rec exvehovav, with rel 1 Andr Areth: txt A Bbdeh k 2. 9. 10-3-71-9. 27. 967, 30. 
30-7. 40-2-7-9. 50. 90-2. aft ayiwy ins kat THY TOALY TwY aytlwY Bj. rec 2-4-5. 37 


to 42. 
47 to 51, 
90. Br. 


ins amo rou Oov bef ex rov ovpavov, with g 1 (27, e sil) vulg syr-dd Jer: aft ex r. ovp., 
B rel copt arm Andr Areth Vict Aug Tich,: om A 12-8 lips-4 Andr-a Primas Tich,.— 
for ex, avo 18.—e« rov Oe0v azo Tov ovoarvov 1. 

10. om 0 (bef dtaBodoc) 1. recom 3rd «cat, with 18 (Br, e sil) copt Andr (and 
some lat-ff): ins A B rel vulg (with am lipss, agst demid tol) syr-dd Andr Areth Vict 
Aug Primas. om ttc T. atwvag T. awwywy 1. 

li. rec Aeveoy bef peyav, with 1. 34 (c 32. 49, e sil) Ephr Andr Iren-lat: peyay car 
Neveoy 50: om peyay 26. 51. 90: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd copt eth Areth Aug Primas. 

ex’ avrov B rel Ephr, Andr,Areth: ex’ avrw al? (not 33. 35 as Sz) Ephr 


Andr-p: exavw avrov 38: txt Agi. 
Ephr Andr Areth: ins A g. 


“Persians [Maywy, 6 Téponc].” It seems 
to be a general name for the northern na- 
tions, and Gog, if at least we may follow 
the analogy of Ezekiel, xxxviii. 2, is their 
prince), to gather them together to the 
(well-known) war: of whom the number 
[of them] is as the sand of the sea. 
And they went up (the historical aor. is 
here resumed) upon the breadth of the 
earth (i.e. entirely overspread it ; see ref.) 
and encompassed the camp of the saints, 
and the beloved city (by these two is pro- 
bably meant one and the same thing, the 
cai being epexegetical ; or at all events the 
camp must be conceived as surrounding 
and defending the city. The aéddt¢ ») 
Hyamnpévyn is Jerusalem [reff.]: not the 
new Jerusalem, but the earthly city of 
that name, which is destined yet to play 
so glorious a part in the latter days). 
And there came down fire out of heaven, 
and devoured them (so in reff. Ezek.): 
and the devil that deceiveth them (the 
pres. part, merely designates: the devil 
their deceiver) was cast into the lake of 
fire and brimstone, where also are the 
beast and the false prophet (ch. xix. 20). 
And they shall be tormented by day and 
by night to the ages of the ages. 


rec om rov bef mpocwrov, with B rel 


M1—15.] The general judgment. And 
I saw a great white throne (great, in 
distinction from the thrones before men- 
tioned, ver. 4: white, as seen in purest 
light, and symbolizing the most blame- 
less justice), and Him that sitteth on it 
(viz. God: the Father: see ch. iv. 3, 
xxi. 5. It is necessary to keep to the 
well-known formula of the book in inter- 
preting roy caOipevoy éx’ abrov, even 
though some expressions and sayings seem 
better to belong to the Son. Be it also 
remembered that it is the Father who 
giveth all judgment to the Son: and 
though He Himself judgeth no man, yet 
He is ever described as present in the 
judgment, and mankind as judged before 
Him. We need not find in this view any 
difficulty, or discrepancy with such pas- 
sages as Matt. xxv. 31, seeing that our 
Lord Himself says in ch, iii. 21, yw .... 
éxaOioa pera Tov marpdc pov ty rw Opdvy 
avrov. Nor need we be surprised at the 
sayings of our Lord, such as that in ch. 
xxi. 6 b, being uttered by Him that sitteth 
on the throne. That throne is now the 
throne of God and of the Lamb, ch. xxii. 1, 
Cf. also ch. xxi. 22), from whose face the 
earth and the heaven fled, and place was 
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Ch , lal , 
evwriov Tov Opovov, Kat ™ BrBria 


> » 
" nvoty Onoav Kat adXAo Pe 


m Dawn. vii. 10. 
plur., ch. i. 


e nh. iii. 5 reff. 


, , , Cd lal wn ’ 
BrPrtov nvoly On, Oo éoTL "rnc Cwnc’ Kat exolOnoav Ot ee 


\ > ~ > ~ 
VEKOOL EK TWY YEYPapEVWY EV TOIC SuBArLote ° Kata Ta 
: f 


7 5 
eoya auTWv. 
e 


\ > x A \ 
TOUC EV auTNs kat O 


, Vase ef / A 
° Mavatoc Kat o 1 aon¢ PeOwkay ToUC 


Rom. ii. 6. 
\ 2 Cor. xield 
als! Pgs 
Xxvii. 4. 


\ of e , \ A 
3 kat ° Wwxev n QaXa0ca Tove _ VEKOOUC P = here only. 


see Matt. 
xiii. 8. Mark 


‘ \ > » a \V > ’ , ‘ ry i. 6. 
veKoouc TOUCc EV AUTOLC, Kal expiOnoav €KaOTOC ° kaTa Ta ach. i. 18. 


a] > A 14 1 
Eoya auTWvy. Kal O 


4 @avaroc Kal o ° gong EBAnOnoav 


12. rec transp purpovg and peyadove, and om the articles, with (89. 40-1, e sil) spec 
copt, Tove pucpouc K. Tovg pey. Bc 4. 26. 32.48: om b dej k 1. 2. 9. 19. 27. 42. 50. 
90: roug pey. kat pexpove Br: txt A rel vulgsyr-dd «wth arm Andr Areth Iren-lat Aug 


Primas. 
Andr-coisl Areth spec. 


rec (for @povov) Pov, with 1 (k, e sil) Andr: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd 
rec nvewxOnoar, with (47, e sil) Andr: avewyOnoav 


10-7. 37-8. 49 Br: nvotayv bdej k 2. 19. 26. 40-1-2. 50-1. 90, avotay 30: voter 
9. 13. 16. 27. 39: txt AB cfm 4. 18. 32-4(-5, e sil). 48. 92 Andr-coisl Areth. 


om Kat adXo BiBrtov nroryOn 1. 


rec BiBdtov bef addo (with none of our mss) : 
txt A B rel vulg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Primas spec. 


rec nvewyOn, with B rel 


Andr-coisl : avewy9y hj 10-8. 37-8. 49 Br: txt A em 17. 35. 40. 

13. rec rove ev avr. vexpove (twice), with h 1. 10-7. (41-9, e sil), Ist (e sil) 37 
Andr Promiss: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd copt Method Andr-coisl Areth Iren-lat spec.— 
Toucg éautwy vexpouc (2nd) 37. (om from Ist rove ev to 2nd 38; from 2nd car to 3rd 


39: homeeotel in B*, adng in this ver and next.) 
txt B rel vss Method Andr Areth Iren-lat Aug Primas. 


for edwkay, eOwxey A 1 2. 48: 
for avrwy, avrovBcde 


fj k12. 18-9. 30-2. 47. 51. 90-2 Andr-p-coisl. 
14. homeotel in b cj 41-2 copt Primas Promiss, rupoc¢ Ist and 2nd: homeotel 18, 


not found for them (these words again 
seem to indicate the presence of One who 
has not hitherto appeared: whereas Christ 
in glory has been long present on earth. 
This fleeing away of heaven and earth is 
elsewhere described as their consumption 
by fire, 2 Pet. iii. 1O—12. Both descrip- 
tions indicate the passing away of their 
present corruptible state and change to a 
state glorious and incorruptible). And I 
saw the dead (viz. the Aotroi ray vexodv 
of ver. 5: those who rose as described 
below, ver. 13), the great and the small, 
standing before the throne, and books 
were opened (see ref. Dan.), and another 
book was opened, which is [the book] 
of life (Diisterd. remarks that the order 
of .proceedings indicated seems to be that 
the contents of the books in which were 
written the works of men indicated whether 
they were to be found in the book of life. 
But this could hardly be: for in that case, 
what need for the book of life at all? 
Rather should we say that those books 
and the book of life bore independent wit- 
ness to the fact of men being or not being 
among the saved: the one by inference 
from the works recorded: the other by 
inscription or non-inscription of the name 
in the list. So the ‘books’ would be as 
it were the vouchers for the book of life) : 


and the dead were judged out of the 
things written in the books according 
to their works (reff.: and 2 Cor. v. 10). 
And the sea gave forth the dead that 
were in her (the citation in Wetst. from 
Achilles Tatius, v. p. 313 B, Aéyovor dé 
tac ty Uoacr Wuydcg avyonpévag poe 
tic gOdov KaraBaivery OAwc, aAN adrod 
mepi TO VOwp Exety THY mAdYNHY, is no 
illustration of this passage, which simply 
imports that the dead contained in the 
sea shall rise), and Death and Hades (see 
ch. i. 18, vi.8) gave forth the dead which 
were in them (i.e. all the dead, buried 
and unburied, rose again), and they were 
judged each according to their (his) 
works. And Death and Hades were cast 
into the lake of fire (Death and Hades 
are regarded as two demons, enemies of 
God. So in 1 Cor. xv. 26, oyaroc éxPpd¢ 
karapyéirat 6 Odvaroc: and in Isa, xxv. 
8 Heb. and E. V., not LXX, “He will 
swallow up death in victory,” cf. 1 Cor. 
xv. 54. Hades, as in ch. vi. 8, is Death’s 
follower and the receiver of his prey. The 
punishment of sin is inflicted on both, 
because both are the offspring of and 
bound up with sin). This is the second 
death, the lake of fire (thus then our 
Lord’s saying, ch. ii. 11, and that of the 
Apostle in our ver. 6, are explained. As 
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Mey eh Aluyny TOU wveoc. 
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X ch. tii. 12, XXI. 1 Kat eidov ‘ ovpavov  Katvoy Kal ynv ~ Kat- 


see Gal. iv. 
26. v ca 

y =ch. xix. 7. amnr 

z ver. 9. ch. 
xxii. 17. 

a Matt. xii. 44 
1 L. xxiii. 29. 
xxy.7. Luke 
xxi.5. 1 Tim. 
ii.9. Tit. ii. 
10. 1 Pet. iii. 
5, ver. 19 
only. Ezek. 
EVE 


’ ‘ eo c , \ Vie tin , a 
mv" 0 yao “mewTog ovpavog Katy “ TOWTH yn 
. > / 4 ’ 
Oav, Kat » OadXacca ovK EoTw Ett. 2 TwoAw thy 
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\ \ ow 
Kal THY 
: 


EK 


r ee a a , e z , 
TOV OVpavov amo TOU Qcov, * nromacpévyny we vuugny 


3 


o ’ \ ae \ ” a 
* KeKoomnmevny Tw avool auTne. Kat nKovoa gwvn¢ 


t. X. rT. Tupog vv. 14, 15. om ovrog o @. o 0. eoriy 1. ree sary o Oevrepog 
Oavarog, with lips-4: sorcv o 0 o dev. h 10.37.49: o devr. Oar. sorry 38: 0 dev. eortv, 
omg @.,e: o dev. k: txt A Brel am(with fuld lips-5 tol) syr-dd Andr-coisl. rec 


om 9 Ary Tov wupoc, with (4?) 39: ins AB rel vss Hippol Andr Areth Iren-int 


Fulg.—ev rn Aun Tov mupoc k, in stagno ignis am: stagnum et ignis lips-4. 
15. for rn BiBAw, Tw BeBdrw B rel Andr-coisl Areth : txt A h 110-7. 38 (37-9. 41-2-9. 


51, e sil) Andr. eyeyoaupevog 1. 


Cup. XXI. 1. rec (for amnd@ar) wapndOe, with h 11. 10-7. 49. 51 (16. 37-9 Br, e 
sil): awndOe ck m 2. 4, 35. 47 : amndOov B rel Andr-coisl Areth Iren-lat: txt A. 
2. rec aft eat ins eyw twavyne (with none of our mss): om A B rel 4 am(with demid 


tol) syr-dd copt eth Andr Areth Iren-lat. 


rec «doy bef rnv woduy Tr. a., with (none 


of our mss) copt: up. kawny bef adoy 1 Br: txt AB rel am(with demid fuld tol) 


syr-dd eth gr-lat-ff. 


rec azo rou. O¢ou bef ex rou ovpavov, with h 1. 10-7. 49 (37 


Br, e sil) Andr-a: om azo r. Oeov 41: txt A B rel vss Andr Areth lat-ff. 


there is a second and higher life, so there 
is also a second and deeper death. And 
as after that life there is no more death 
[ch. xxi. 4], so after that death there 
is no more life, ver. 10; Matt. xxv. 41). 
And if any was not found written in 
the book of life, he was cast into the 
lake of fire (there was no intermediate 
state). 

Cu. XXI. 1—XXII. 5.] The new hea- 
vens and new earth: the glories of the 
heavenly Jerusalem. The whole of the 
things described in the remaining portion 
of the book are subsequent to the general 
judgment, and descriptive of the consum- 
mation of the triumph and bliss of Christ’s 
people with Him in the eternal kingdom of 
God. This eternal kingdom is situated on 
the purified and renewed earth, become 
the blessed habitation of God with his 
glorified people. And I saw a new hea- 
ven and a new earth: for the first (i.e. 
old, see ref.) heaven and the first earth 
were departed; and the sea exists no 
longer (see on the whole, Isa. lxv. 17. 
The vision does not necessarily suppose 
the annihilation of the old creation, but 
only its passing away as to its outward 
and recognizable form, and renewal to a 
fresh and more glorious one. And though 
not here stated on the surface, it is evi- 


dent that the method of renewal is that 
described in 2 Pet. iii. 10 ff.; viz. a reno- 
vation by fire. This alone will account for 
the unexpected and interesting feature 
here introduced, viz. that the sea exists 
no longer. For this the words mean [see 
ver. 4], and not as Diisterd., that the 
[former] sea, as well as the former heaven 
and earth, had passed away). And I saw 
the holy city, new Jerusalem (see espe- 
cially ref. Gal., 1) Gvw “Iepove., and note), 
coming down out of heaven from God 
(Schéttg. quotes from the remarkable 
Jewish book Sohar, Gen. f. 69, ec. 271, 
«RR. Jeremias dixit, Deus S. B. innovabit 
mundum suum, et zdificabit Hierosoly- 
mam, ut ipsam descendere faciat in me- 
dium sui de ccelo, ita ut nunquam de- 
struatur.” See Schéttg.’s dissertation 
“de Hierosolyma ccelesti,” in his vol. i. 
1205 ff.), prepared as a bride adorned for 
her husband (as in our common discourse, 
so here with the Evangelist, the name of 
the material city stands for the com- 
munity formed by its inhabitants. But 
it does not follow in his case, any more 
than in ours, that both material city and 
inhabitants have not a veritable existence : 
nor can we say that the glorious descrip- 
tion of it, presently to follow, applies only 
to them. On the figure, see Isa. Ixi. 10— 
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plur., Rom. 
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Ps. exvi. 1). 
ch. x. 11 al. 
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sing. -ov, 
ch. vii. 17 
only. Keel, 
> i.tl. Isa. 


Nines ©] , ERC 
KQl ELTEV O KkaOnuevoe ETL TW xxv. 8 only. 


g James iy. 9. 


A , , aie 

ch. xviii. 7 
a = e , n \ \ ’ Sty Neves — bee 8 only. 
Lo = il. 

ort ovTot ot Aoyou “mtoTot Kat “adrnfivot stow. © Kat eirév (exc) 18. 

oT he ©) \ ” Vea eo» ‘ , (Isa. xxxv. 

po Véyovay. eyw ey to Pada Kat ro Q, 7 oy Kat, 
(reff.). Isa. lxv. 19. i=ch, xvi. 10,11. Isa.1.5. Ixv. 14. lw. dat., 
ch. v.13 reff. m Isa. xliii.19. (Jen. xxxviii. [xxxi.] 22.) o = Luke 

xiv. 22. ch. xvi. 17. p ch. i. 8, xxii. 18. see Isa. xliv. 6. 


, ’ A \ a 
Ooo Idou "Kawa "ow wayta. 


k = ver. 1 reff. 
n ch. ili. 14 al, 


8. rec (for Qpov0v) ovpavov, with B rel 1 vss Andr Areth: txt A 18 vulg arm-ed- 
marg Iren-lat Aug Ambr. for Xaot, Naoc B rel vulg syr-dd copt «eth Andr Areth 
Aug Primas: txt A 1. 18 (42. 92, e sil) Andr Iren-lat. rec eorat bef per’ avrwy, 
with h 1. 10-7. 34. 47-9 (c 2. 9. 32-7 BY, e sil) copt Andr Aug Primas: txt A B rel 
vulg syr-dd Areth Iren-lat Ambr. rec Osog bef avrwy, with 171. 34. 47 (cj 
13. 37, e sil) vss Andr-a: om @, av. B rel 1 copt Andr Areth lat-ff: txt A vulg syr-dd 
Tren-lat Ambr. 

4. for o Ococ, an’ avtwy Bb (A?) ej m 16. 30-5-9. 41-2. 50-1. 90-2: &% avrwy k: 
om rel syr-dd copt «th arm Andr Areth Iren-lat, Ambr,: txt A 34 (Br, e sil) vulg 
Andr-p Aug Primas. (om azo rwy 069. avtwy 41-2.) for azo, ex A; ex tol. 

om 2nd ert 1. om om A. rec amnAor, with rel 1 Andr: amn\@ev 
Bbcej k 2. 4. 13-6. 26-7. 32-4-8. 42-7-8: txt A. 

5. rec rov 8povov, with h 1. 10 (18-9. 37-8-9. 40-2-9 Br, e sil): ev rw Opoyw m 35 
Andr-a: txt A B rel Andr Areth. ins cat bef Wov A: tov wWov 41. rec 
xawa ravra bef wow, with 1 Andr: carvorow ravta 17: mavra caiva Tow B rel 
syr-dd Andr-cois] Areth : txt A h m 10. 35-7-8. 49 Br Iren-lat Aug Primas. rec 
aft Aeyer ins po, with 1. 10-8-9. 34-8 47(c h 26. 35-7. 41-2-8-9 Br, e sil) fuld copt eth 
Andr Areth Tich: om A B rel am(with tol al) syr-dd Iren-lat. rec transp a)»- 
Owor and moro:, with 1. 10-7. 34. 49 (c h 32-7 Br, e sil) Andr: txt A Brel vulg syr-dd 


copt eth Areth Iren-lat. 
tov @. bef evar 30-5-9. 41-2-8. 50-1. 90. 


at end ins rov Oeov Bc 2. 4. 9. 13-6-9. 26-7. 32.92: ins 


6. rec (for yeyovay) yeyove (with b 41, e sil): yeyova, omg ee follg, Bedehj kl 
m 30-2. 47-8 syr-dd Andr-a Areth, so, omg syw eupt, 1. 10. 37. 40-2-9. 50-1. 90-2 Br: 


yeyova 17: yeyovac: 38; yeyovay A, facta sunt Iren-lat. 


lxii. 5). And I heard a great voice out 
of the throne saying, Behold, the taber- 
nacle (i.e. dwelling: the allusion being 
to the tabernacle in: the wilderness, in 
which God dwelt in symbol only) of God 
is with men, and He shall dwell (taber- 
nacle) with them, and they shall be his 
people (plur., because, as in ch. xxi. 24, 
many nations shall now partake in the 
blessed fulfilment of the promise), and 
He shall be God with them (the name 
Emmanuel, peO’ nyo 6 Oedc, first then 
being realized in its full significance), 
their God (so the ancient promises are 
fulfilled, Exod. xxix. 45; Ley. xxvi. 11; 
Ezek. xxxvii. 27). And God shall wipe 
away every tear from their eyes (reff.): 
and death shall exist no longer (ch. 
xx, 14), and (Gr. nor) mourning (Isa. 


rec a’, with e 1. 10: 


Ixv. 19) and (nor) erying and (nor) pain 
shall exist no longer: because the first 
former state of) things are passed away. 

nd He that sitteth on the throne (see 
note, ch. xx. 11) said, Behold, I make all 
things new. And he (probably the angel, 
or voice from heaven, that gave the Seer 
similar commands before, ch. xiv. 13, xix. 9. 
This seems probable on account. of the 
change to the formula Néye, as well as 
from the nature of the command: for we 
have sizéy jou. resumed immediately with 
the éyé, leaving no doubt Who speaks) 
saith, Write: because these words are 
faithful and true, And He said to me 
(viz. 6 caOjpevog éri rot Opdvov), They 
are fulfilled (viz. odor ot Adyou: or, but 
I prefer the other, tavra). I am the 
Alpha and the Omega (see above, ch. 
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q ch, xxii. 17, 
John iv. 18, 
14. vii. $7. 
Isa. lv. 1. 

r constr,, ch. ii. 
7, 17. ili, 8. 
sch. vii. 17 reff. 

t Matt. x. 8. 
John xy. 25 
(from Ps, 
Ixviii. ce 
Rom. iii. 24, 
2 Cor, xi. 7. 
Gal, ii, 21, 

2 Thess. iii. 
8. ch. xxii. 
17 only. Isa. 
lii. 8. 


A lol lal tA , a , Lal 8 cal 
TO TEAOE. ey Tw 4 Supovre dwow Ey ave | gk TH * THYNG 
rs P| a on ’ e a ’ 
rou “voatog tng “wne * dwpeav. 7" 6 mkov “KkAnoovoun- 
Lal ay , cad ‘ ‘ ’ A / er 
cet Tavta, Kal “ Eoopat aut Qeog Kat avtog ETAL MOL VLOG. 
a rn , \ , , \ 
8 toi 8& * SetAote Kat Yarioroig Kat * EBdeAvypévorc Kat 
a \ a ‘a? , 
* povevat Kal * TOpVOLG Kat “ dappaxotg Kat etowA\oAaTpaic 
Cal lal 4 , Cal , val , 
kat maow Totg * Wevdéow To * népoc autwy ev TH © Aimy 
~~g / g \ 1 & Osi hw» 11 Oa ~ 01 Sev 
TH © katoméry ® wut Kat ° Gem, 0 Eattv 0 Yavarog 0 OEv- 
TEPOG. 
9 Nes e » ol e 4 » gr rol , , 
Kat nAOev cic ex tTwv exta ayyéAwy Tw eXovTWY 
. j ] , al e Ak c a 
Tac entra ) diaAdac ) yeuovoag [rev | exta “ wAnywv Twv 
, , x ¢ o 1 ral , 
Wa tore Vil ‘eoxarwv, kat éAaAnaev pet Enovd Aeywv * Acvoo, deiEw 
14, 


x Matt. viii. 26} Mk. only. Judg. vil. 8. ix.4vat, (-Ala, 2 Tim. 1.7. -Acg@v, John xiv. 27.) ;, = Matt. 
xvii.17 |. Luke xii.46. John xx. 27. (Isa. xvii. 10 bis only.) z= here only. (Rom. ii, 22 only.) Hos. 
ix, 10. (-vK7os, Tit. i. 16.) al Pet. iv. 15 reff. “b ch. xxii. 15. 1 Cor. v. 9,10, 1Lal.t Sir, xxiii. 
16, 17 only. ech, xxii. 15 only, Exod, vii. 11 al. (see ch. xviii. 28 reff.) d ch, xxii, 15, 1 Cor. 
v.10, 11. vi. 9. x.7. Eph. v. 5 only t. ech. ii.2. Acts vi. 13 (only). Prov. xxx. 9. f see ch, 
xx. 6 reff. g ch. xix. 20 (reff.). h constr., Matt, xii. 4 (Col. ii. 17). ich. ii. 11. 
xx. 6, 14, 15 only. jch.y. 8, oh, xv. 1, lch. xvii.1 reff. 


txt AB be dhk m 8.18. 84(-5 ?) 51. recom aurw, with A (hk 1 18. 82-7-9. 47-9. 
51, e sil) Andr: ins B rel Andr-coisl Areth. om tng wnyneg A. 

7. for rrnpovopnoe, Swow avrw B rel Andr-coisl Areth: txt Al 1. 10-2-7. 37-8. 47-9 
(hb 9, e sil). rec (for ravra) mavra, with 1: txt A B rel vss gr-lat-ff. for 
autrw, avrwy 1. avrot éoovrat jot vioe 1.—om avrog A. rec ins o bef wog, 
with (but see Delitzsch) 34 (37. 40-1, e sil): om A 8B rel Andr Areth. 

8. rec decdorg Je, omg rote, with Br(e sil): so 1, but with an abbreviated roce written 
above the line in red: txt A B rel Andr Areth. aft amtorog ins Kat apaptwdotc 
B rel syr-dd Andr Areth : om A 1. 51, om 2nd «ar 1. rec (for pappaxorg) 
pappaxevoe (with none of our mss): txt A B rel 1 Andr Areth. for Pevdeour, 
Wevoraic A. rec (for 60. 6 ran Sevrepog Yavaroc, with 1: Oav. dev. 92: o Sev. 
Oav. 17.49: Oav. o deur. (omg Ist 6) 41-2-8: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd Andr-coisl. 

9. rec aft nAOev ins moog we, with (37-9. 41-2, e sil) arm: om A Brel 4 vulg(with am 
fuld, agst lips-4). rec om ex, with 1. 47 (80. 40, e sil) Andr: ins A B rel vulg 
syr-dd copt Andr-coisl Areth.—for eve ex, 0 mpwrog m 35-8. rec ins tac bef 
yemovoac, with 1 m 1. 34 (387. 40-1-2-7 Br, e sil) Andr-a: rag sxourag 35: Twv 


yepovrwy A 12: txt B rel Andr Areth. 


i. 8), the beginning and the end (“the 
Unchangeable and Everlasting One, by 
Whom the old was and the new shall be, 
by Whom the old is fulfilled in the new, 
and with it all hope and all promise.” 
De Wette). Ito him that thirsteth will 
give [to him] of the fountain of the 
water of life freely (cf. ch. vii. 17, and 
reff. Isa. and John: ef. also Matt. v. 6). 
He that conquereth shall inherit these 
things (the glories to be shewn in the 
heavenly Jerusalem), and I will be to 
him [a] God, and he shall be to me a 
son (this will be the full performance to 
the sons of God of the promise in ref. : 
which being first made to Solomon, re- 
ceived its chief fulfilment in the great 
Son of David and of God [Heb. i. 5], and 
now in Him to them that are His). But 
to the cowardly (the contrast to vukdyrec : 
the drooreAXopevor of Heb. x. 88: those 
who shrink timidly from the conflict), 


rec ins 8rd rwy, with A rel 1 Andr: om 


and the unbelievers, and the polluted 
with abominations (those who have par- 
taken of the Bdeddypara in ch. xvii. 4,—of 
idolatries, &c.), and murderers, and forni- 
catorg, and sorcerers (the form gappakde, 
found only in ref. in the N. T., is the 
common one in the LXX. See besides 
ref. and other places in Exodus, Deut. 
xviii, 11; Dan. ii. 2; Mal. iii. 5. The 
form gapparetdc¢ does not occur in the 
LXX), and idolaters, and all the false 
(i. e. all liars), their part (the construction 
is changed: instead of ov« forat pépog ty 
k.T.A., it proceeds in the affirmative, im- 
plying that negative and expressing more) 
{shall be] in the lake that burneth with 
fire and brimstone, which is the second 
death (reff.). 

9—XXII. 5.] More particular descrip- 
tion of the heavenly Jerusalem. And 
there came one of the seven angels 
which had the seven vials full of the 
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TATW, WC AB " laomiot “KovataAXiZovrt, 
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Yr = ver. 23. 
2 Chron. vii. 
lal. fr. 


x a 
TEl= 


vie ’ , a 
XC péya kat vbnAov, exovoa * rvAwvac Owoeka, Kat ert ® Phil. ii. 


only. Gen-i. 


~y >= ? , , Nz, 948 ’ 14, 16. 
TOLC muAwoty ayyédouc Owdeka, Kal ovopaTa eTMLyeyoap~ t ch. xvii. 4 


ch. xviii. 12. 
w constr., ch. iv. 1 al. fr. 

xi. 30, from Josh. vi. 20. 
z Ezek. l.c. 


Bbhedejk 2.9.13. 26-7. 30-21-8-9. 40-7-9. 51. 92 Andr-coisl Areth. 


u ch. iv. 3. vv. 18,19 only. Ezek. xxviii. 13. 
x here only (vv. 14, 15, 17, 18, 19), exe. Acts ix. 25. 2 Cor. xi. 33. Heb 
y Matt. xxvi.71, Luke xvi. 20al. 3 Kings xvii. 10. Ezux. xlyiii. 3084, 


reff. superl., 
vhere only+. (-Aos, ch. xxii. 1.) 


rec Tnv 


vupony Tov apyiov rHy yvvatca, with 1 lips-5 Andr: ryv yuvacca rny vupony tov 


apvov B rel Areth: txt Am 17. 34-5-8. 
10. rec ex’: ev 92: txt A. 


rec ins rnv peyadny bef rnv aya, with ch (4 


10-7. 32-4 (35-7. 49 Br, e sil) Andr-p: om A B rel vulg syr-dd copt xth Areth Cypr 


Primas.—r. pey. cat ay. 1. 


for avo, « Bedejk m2. 4. 9. 11-3-6-9. 26-7.32-4-5. 


40-1-2-8. 50-1. 90: txt A rel 1 Andr. (but for ex, aro ¢ 32-4. 51. 90.)—om azo rov 


Geou 92. 


ll. om ex. rnv 0é. r. Osov (homeotel) A k 30. 


rec ins cat bef o gworno, with 


1. 35 (.m,e sil) eth Andr: om A Brel am (with fuld lips-s tol) Andr-coisl Tich. 


om we ALOw 1. 


12. rec (for Ist exyovoa) exovoay te, with m 34 (35. 41, e sil) Areth: eyoucay 42 


B': exovoa re 1: txt A B rel Andr.—homeeotel k 30-9, ey. Ist and 2nd. 
2nd eyousa) exoucar, with 1 m 34 (35 By, e sil): txt A B rel Andr-a. 


om from édwdeca to dwoexa A fuld. 


seven last plagues (one of whom had 
before shewn the Apostle the great harlot, 
ch. xvii. 1. The contrast to that vision 
is maintained throughout these opening 
verses), and he talked with me, saying, 
Hither, I will shew thee (hitherto ver- 
batim as in ch. xvii. 1) the bride, the wife 
of the Lamb (here likewise note the con- 
trast to the succeeding context in ch. 
xvii. 1,—in the faithfulness and purity 
implied in these words). And he carried 
me away in the spirit (ch. xvii. 3) to 
(émt, as we say in some parts of England, 
on to, combining motion towards and po- 
sition upon) a mountain great and high 
(so likewise when the vision of the hea- 
venly city is vouchsafed to Ezekiel, Ezek. 
xl. 1, 2), and shewed me the holy city 
Jerusalem, coming down out of heaven 
from God (this vision had begun in ver. 2, 
but the Apostle is now carried to this 
“specular mount” to have a nearer and 
fuller view of it. The city must not be 
conceived of as om or covering the moun- 
tain, but as seen descending to a spot 
close by it: so in Hzek. xl. 2, whether we 
read “by” or “upon” as in our margin), 
having the glory of God (i. e. not merely 
brightness of a divine and celestial kind, 
but the glorious presence of God Himself, 


rec (for 
mvAewoer 1. 


rec om ra ovopara, with h 1. 10-7. 34 (37-9. 


the Shechinah, abiding in her: see ver. 
23: also ch. xv. 8): her brightness 
(henceforward the description goes on in- 
dependent in construction of éde%ev, and 
changes several times: so in ch. i. 15 ff. 
See Winer, edn. 6, p. 474, § 59. 11. 
dworrp, from ver. 23, is the effect of the 
divine glory shining in her: see reff. Gen., 
where it is used of the heavenly bodies) 
[was] like to a stone most precious, as 
it were to a jasper stone, crystal-clear 
(Wetst. quotes from Psellus, 9 tiaomtcg 
uae Kovoraddoedye. See this “ crys- 
tallizing”’ jasper discussed in note on ch. 
iv. 3. Ebrard thinks it is the diamond) ; 
having (on the construction, see above) 
a wall great and high, having [also] 
twelve gates (see Hzek. xlviii. 30 ff., 
where the same features are found in the 
description), and at the gates (dat. after 
ért, of close juxtaposition, primarily of 
addition) twelve angels, and names in- 
scribed (contrast to the dvouara BrAachn- 
piac, ch. xvii. 3), which are the names of 
the twelve tribes of the sons of Israel (it 
does not follow from this description 
either, 1. that the angels must necessarily 
be guardians, seeing that no foes remain 
to be guarded against: they are for the 
completeness and adornment of the city 
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° ra tn ’ , 
Luke xiii. 20, , a» L ata , : Lees 7 . 
a Puke aul 2). Wweva, a EOTLY TA OVOMATA TWY Owoeka pvrwy VLIW IepanX, spam, 


> \ , ral lal n \ ? Na eo wee a m. yl 
»sreer) 13 dro *avaroAng muAwvEc TOELC, Kal a7ro Poppa muAwveEc Anda 
= po 7 EROS A , a a NSS Naor -n dehj © 
*Gakascav, TOELC, Kal ato * voTov muAWwvEG TPELC, Kal amo Ovopwy k12. 4, 
Ezek, 1. ¢. a A \ ‘ ° x , f » Aa 
a Heb. xi. 10. mudwvec tpeic. 14 Kai to “retyog tHe ToAEwo EXwY 67-89, 
8. Ixxxvi. 1. , Vou he ee 7 a9 - , -F, 30- 
{neut, Acts 4 Deue\loug OWOEKa, KALET AVTWV OWSEKA OVOMATA THY Swoeka 2-4-5. 37 
Xxviii. 16. » 1 ey 1 15 {are a A es ses. nm > to 42. 47 
e = Matt. vii9 aTooToAwy Tov apyvtou. Kat 0. Aahwy per EMov EYED to 51.90- 
al, (ver. 17. ’ r , , ‘ ’ , 2. BY 
, bwk- xvii. ° néroov ‘kaXauov yovoovy, wva © werpyoy thy woAw Kat 
E x15, ‘ pS A ‘\ a ale \ e 
ZBX-x!% Tove mudAwvac auTn¢ Kal TO “rELyoo avTne. 16 Kai 9 
ech. xi. 1,2 , h , ee \ VGikoo« Paes: oh \ 
nih omy, OAL" TETPAWVOS KElTaL, Kal TO" MNKOG avTNC YooY Kal 
_ xiii. ‘ki ’ \ st iy ‘ , ~ f , 
ewviits, TO wAaroc. Kal ® euéronoey thv modw Tw *KaAanw 
i here (bis) 


and Eph, iii. 18 only. k Eph. as above. 8 Kings vi. 2. lch, xx. 9 reff. 
47-9 Br, e sil): om raB rel Andr-coisl: ins A m 35 vulg syr-dd copt. rec ins rwy bef 
vw, with h 1 4. 10-7. 30? (37-9. 41-9 Br, e sil): om A B rel Andr-c Areth. (d illeg.)— 
om Twy vwy 12. 27.—for r. vt., rou b 32 Andr. 

18. rec (for 1st azo) an’, with 1. 2. 4. 13-9. 27. 30-2: txt A B rel Andr Areth. 

avarohwv B rel Andr-coisl Areth : txt A 4 (13. 32, e sil) Andr. rec om rat (thrice), 

with 1 (82, e sil) fuld(with demid tol lips-4) Andr Primas Tich: ins A B rel vulg syr-dd 
copt «th(but om Ist) arm Andr-coisl Areth Jer. transp dvop. and vor. A (1) am 
arm: om «. amo vor. c: Ovop...k. a. Bop. Kk. a. vor. b 40 Bt: azo vor... x. a. Bop. 
..k. a. Ovop. k: txt B rel.—tfor vor., pecnuBorac 1. 

14. rec eyor, with rel: exe 38: txt A Bjk11. 32. rec (for em’ aurwy) ev 
avrowc, with (none of our mss) vulg: txt A B rel 1-marg syr-dd copt Andr Areth Tich 


Primas.—om «at ew autwy | 1-txt. 


rec om 2nd dwéeca, with 1 1-txt: ins A B rel 


vulg syr-dd arm Andr Areth, 18’ B 1-marg 37. 92; decadvo 18-9: dwoeka ra 42. 
15. rec om perpov, with 1 (k Br, e sil) copt Andr-a: ins AB rel vulg syr-dd eth 


Andr Areth Primas(arundinem awream ad mensuram, ut . .). 


peronoer Bl. 


om from 1st to 2nd avrne¢ (homeotel) B rel: ins A c 38.—om Ist aurne also d. 


16. om 2nd to 4th war 1. 


after the idea of a beautiful fortress, 
adopted to set it forth :—or, 2. that, as in 
the Jewish books (see De Wette here), 
each gate is to be imagined as used by 
each tribe: the twelve tribes of Israel 
represent the whole people of God, and 
the city the encampment of Israel: see 
below). From (on the side entering from) 
the sun rising three gates (Joseph, Ben- 
jamin, Dan, in Ezek. xlviii. 32. In ch. 
vii. 6, Manasseh is substituted for Dan, 
which is omitted. See there), from the 
north three gates (Reuben, Judah, Levi), 
from the south three gates (Simeon, Issa- 
char, Zebulun), from the sun-setting 
three gates (Gad, Asher, Naphtali: Ezek. 
ibid. In Numbers ii., the order of en- 
campment is thus set down: Hast,— 
Judah, Issachar, Zebulun : South,—Reu- 
ben, Simeon, Gad: West,—EKphraim, Ma- 
nasseh, Benjamin: North,—Dan, Asher, 
Naphtali). And the wall of the city (the 
wall surrounding the city) having (had : 
for mase. of the part., see ch. iv. 1 reff.) 
twelve foundation-stones (i. e. probably, 


rec ins rooovroy eorty bef ooov, with (none of our 
mss) vulg Primas: om A B rel syr-dd eth Andr Areth.—om ogoy as well Br. 
cat Brel Andr Areth: ins A (32. 40-2, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt Primas Jer. 


om 8rd 
ins ev bef 


each portion of the wall joining two gates 
had a conspicuous basement, of one vast 
stone. Four of these, as Diisterd. ob- 
serves, would be corner-stones, joining the 
third gate on one side to the first gate on 
the next), and upon them (gen. over them, 
perhaps extending all their length) twelve 
names of the twelve apostles of the Lamb 
(cf. Eph. ii. 20, where however the ruling 
idea is a different one, see the interpreta- 
tion in the note. No inference can be 
drawn as has been drawn by some from 
this that the Writer was not himself an 
Apostle). 15—17.] Its measure- 
ment: cf. Ezek. xl. 3—5. And he that 
spoke with me had as a measure a golden 
reed (reff.) that he might measure the 
city, and her gates and her wall. And 
the city lieth four-square (so KE. V. well: 
is in shape tetragonal), and her length is 
as great as her breadth (see below). And 
he measured the city with the reed to 
the length of stadii of the amount of 
twelve thousands (such appears to be the 
construction. On the éi, ‘over,’ of ex- 


13—18. 


ATIOKAAYYVIS IQANNOY. 739 


yr msce Acts iv. 


| , , , j a 
“emt " otadtoug Swoeka yiAtadwv* to * pHKkog Kal To“! wAa~ Bsr Acts 


\ Neko aA ” ae, 
To¢ Kat To “ vWoc avtic Pica eortiv. 


kat ® emer ive 2h wet 
i O€V _ iv. 25. cts 
e pn xiii. 31 al. 


7 


A x ~ > ~ e A , ad . 
TO TELXOC AUTNE EKATOY TEDDEPAKOVTATEGOADWY 1 arnyev, ed hot. 


e i rp) a8 , oh ba >. , 
METOOV avOpwrou, Oo éoTlY ayyéXou. 


snow Tov * retyoug avTne 


18, Acts xi.17. Phil. ii.6 only. Eznx. xl.5. 
r=ch. xiii. 18. 
u Tobit xiii. 16, 


only. Ezek. ut supr. 
8. ver. ll only. Isa. liv, 12. 


Tw xan. 1. 


, oe ’  o James i.9 
1B kai n * evdo- re 
ty eS oy om ros, ? Mark xiv. ba 
laomig’ Kat  woAtc * ypuotoy Mark xiv. 56, 
34. John v. 


q Matt. vi.27. Luke xii. 25. John xxi. 8 
shere only+t. Jos. Antt. xv. 9.6. t ch. iv. 


Steph cradiwv, with 1. 35 Andr: txt A B rel Andr-coisl Areth. 


for dwdsca, Sexadvo rel Andr-coisl: txt A h 10. 92 (1 87, e sil) Andr-a-p Areth: 18’ B 


17. 82. 
om A 117-8. 35-7-8-9. (3° B 92 al.) 


ins cat bef yiALadwy B 88. 92. 


aft yiA. ins dwdeca B rel syr-dd : 


17. om eperonoey B rel Andr-coisl: ins A h 1] 4 (16. 32-7-9. 49, e sil) Andr Areth 


Primas. 


18. rec (aft ac) ins nv, with B rel Andr Areth Primas: om A syr-dd eth Tich. 


evOwpnore Aj: exdopnorc k. 


tent, see Winer, edn. 6, p. 363, § 49, 1. 3, 
a. We have it in the adverbial phrase éq’ 
dcov, Rom. xi. 13. The 12,000 stadii are 
in all probability the whole circumference, 
1000 to each space between the gates) ; 
the length and the breadth and the 
height of it are equal (the supposition of 
many expositors, that the city thus formed 
a monstrous cube, 3000 stadii in length, 
in breadth, and in height, really does not 
appear to be necessarily included in these 
words. Nay, it seems to be precluded by 
what next follows, where the angel mea- 
sures the height of the wall. For Diister- 
dieck’s idea that the houses were 3000 
stadii in height, while the wall was only 
144 cubits, is too absurd to come at all 
into question. The words are open, this 
last consideration being taken into ac- 
count, to two interpretations : 1) that the 
city, including the hill or rock on which 
it was placed, and which may be imagined 
as descending with it, formed such a cube 
as seems here described : or 2) that there 
is some looseness of use in the word ica, 
and that we must understand that the 


‘length and breadth were equal to each 


other and the height equal all round: 
nearly so De Wette, al. Of these two 
I prefer the former, as doing no violence 
to the words, and as recalling somewhat 
the form of the earthly Jerusalem on its 
escarpment above the valley of the Ke- 
dron. Some such idea seems also to be 
pointed at in the rabbinical books, e. g. 
Bava Bathra, f. 75. 2, “Dixit Rabba, R. 
Jochananem dixisse, Deum S. B. tempore 
futuro Hierosolyma evecturum in altitu- 
dinew xii. milliarium, S. D. Zach. xiv. 10. 
Quid est ‘in loco suo ?’ talem esse futu- 
ram superne, qualis est infra. Rabba 
dixit, senex mihi narravit, se vidisse Hiero- 
solyman. priorem, que xii, milliarium erat. 


om from rov retyoue to r. revy. next ver 40. 


Dices, difficilem fore adscensum ? sed scrip- 
tum est, Isa. lx. 8.7 And in Schir R. vii. 
5, “Jerusalem tempore futuro dilatabitur 
ita ut pertingat usque ad portas Damasci, 
Zach. ix. 1..... et exaltabitur ut per- 
tingat usque ad thronum glorie, donec 
dicatur, locus mihi angustus est.” See 
more citations in Wetst.). And he mea- 
sured the wall of it (i. e. the height ot 
the wall of it), of an hundred and forty- 
four cubits, the measure of a man, which 
is that of an angel (meaning that in this 
matter of measure, men and angels use the 
same. The interpretation, that in this 
particular case, the angel used the measure 
current among men [De Wette, al.], is 
ungrammatical. As to the height 
thus given, it may be observed that the 
height of Solomon’s porch, the highest 
part of his temple, was 120 cubits, 2 Chron. 
iii, 4, and the general height of his 
temple, 30 cubits, 1 Kings vi. 2). 

18—27.| Material, and further descrip- 
tion of the city. And the building-work 
(Jos. in ref. is speaking of the harbour ot 
Ceesarea, as built by Herod the Great: he 
describes it as being ry dounoe mreépi- 
BAerrorv, because the materials were costly 
and brought from a distance: and says, 
O& évOdpnotg bony éveBddrEeTo Kara rij¢ 
Oararrng tic Stakociovge modac. This 
would be, as appears when he afterwards 
describes [as here] its materials, a mole or 
breastwork, against the sea. The word 
seems to be no where else found) of the 
wall of it [was] jasper (ch. iv. 3, note), 
and the city [was] pure gold (ypuvodc, 
the metal itself : ypvciov, the same wrought 
into any form for use: so with dpyvpog 
and dpyvpioyv) like to pure glass (i. e. 
ideal gold, transparent, such as no gold is 
here, but surpassing it in splendour). The 
foundation-stones of the wall of the city 
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y ver. 2 reff. jai, i 4 h 
zhere only. -yOO0C *BnpvdXAoc, 0 Evatog ® romalioy, o dékatocg " Xou- 
10, xxviii. 18. Spee Sf ie F i) sd 5 Ay EY a) i 
xan GoTpagov, oO EvdeKatog | vaKi"Hoc, 0 OwoEKaTog ~ apeVVaTOC, 


Ezek. i. 26. xxviii. 18. 
chere only tT. Gen, ii. 12 Aq. 
xxviii. 20. Ezek. ut supr. 
xviii.17 al. Ezek. ut supr. 


a here onlyt. 


dch.iv.8 only. Exop.xxviii.17. Ezek. xxviii. 13. 
fhere only. Exop. & Ezek. ut supr. Tobit xiii. 17. 
h here only t. see Gen. ii. 12. 
khere only. Exon. xxviii. 19. xxxix. 12 F, Ald.*&c. only. 


phere only. Exon, xxviii.17. (-dcvos. ch. iv. 3.) 
ehere only. Exop. 
g here only. Exop. 
ihere only. Ezek. xvi. 10 al. 


rec opora, with 1.7 (26, e sil) Primas: opow 1: opor(sic) 50: txt A B rel vulg Andr 


Areth Tich. 


19. rec ins «at (bef ox), with h 1. 10-7. 35 (1 30-7. 49 Br, e sil) vulg syr-dd copt Andr : 


om A B rel am Andr-coisl Areth lat-ff. 


campepoc B, cargnoog l. kapynowy 


35, xapenror copt ; Avxverng j, xadnOwy Bek: yadryedwy 38. 
20. capdtovvé A: -dwvvé ce 10. 48 Bt Andr-coisl: txt B rel Andr Areth. (d illeg.) 
rec capduos, with h 1 1. 10-7-8. 51 (87-8. 40-1-9 Br, e sil) Andr, swrdinus vulg : 


txt A B rel (copt) Andr-cois] Areth. 


BnevddAvoc B(Mai) c1 92 Areth; enpvddoc 


k: Bnowddvog 1: Bnptddog e: Bvptddog 49: txt A B(Tisch) rel am (with fuld). 


rec evvatoc: txt ABbdhj11. 27. 92 Andr-coisl. 


rec yovoorpacos, with B rel 


Andr Areth: -apacooe l, -prassus or -prasus vulg lat-ff; -waorog (sic) 92: -macog e 


j(-oo-) k 2. 30. 50: txt A. 


(see above, ver. 14) [were] adorned .with 
every (cf. wav, ch. xviii. 12) precious 
stone (not that the stones were merely set 
on the Oewédeor, but that the eu. them- 
selves consisted of them: see below, and 
cf. Isa. liv. 12): the first foundation-stone 
[was] jasper (the material of the upper 
building of the wall, ver. 18), the second, 
sapphire (wep, reff. The stone described 
under this name by Pliny seems to be our 
lapis lazuli: he says, xxxvii. 39, “ Sapphi- 
rus et aureis punctis collucet. Czrulez 
et sapphiri, raroque cum purpura.” But 
the sapphire of the Scriptures seems more 
like the present hard sky-blue stone 
known by that name: see ref. Ezek. iv: 
and Winer, RWB., Edelstein, 5), the third, 
chalcedony (this name is unknown: cor- 
responding perhaps to jaw, Exod. xxviii. 
19, xxxix. 12, which the LXX and Jose- 
phus render adydrne, agate. There seems 
to have been an agate brought from Chal- 
cedon. It is described as semi-opaque, 
sky-blue, with stripes of other colours: 
“ ymorientibus arboribus similes,” Plin. 
xxxvil. 830. See Winer, ut supra, 8, and 
16), the fourth, emerald (note, ch. iv. 3), 
the fifth, sardonyx (nip, Exod. xxxix. 
11; Ezek. xxviii. 18; Pliny, xxxvii. 24, 
says, “Sardonyches olim ut ex nomine 
ipso apparet, intelligebantur candore in 
sarda, hoe est velut carnibus in ungue ho- 
minis imposito, et utroque translucido.” 


apeOvooc 1. 


The ancient versions and Josephus call it 
onyx. See Winer, ut supra, 6), the sixth, 
sardius (ch. iv. 3, note), the seventh, 
chrysolith (wun: reff. al. and Josephus 
thus render it. The stone at present so 
called is pale green, transparent, and crys- 
tallized, with shifting colours. But the 
ancient chrysoliths are described by Pliny 
as ‘“aureo fulgore translucentes,” and 
have been supposed the same as our topaz : 
or by some, as amber : see Winer, ut supra, 
10), the eighth, beryl (nw, ref. Exod. : 
rendered by the LXX in Gen. ii. 12, NiMoe 
6 mpdotvoc, and variously in other places. 
Epiphanius in Wetst. says, SyodAAroy 
yAavxiZay pév sort OaraccoBaonc, Exwv 
eldoe kai rijg VapEcTépag vaxivOov: and 
Pliny xxxvii. 20, “viriditatem puri maris 
imitantur,” Winer, ut supra, 11), the 
ninth, topaz (n7s, reff. and al. Strabo 
describes it as duagavhe, yovooedic amo- 
Ndutwy éiyyoc, xvi. p. 770, Wetst., 
where see more testimonies. But Plin. 
Xxxvil. 32, says “egregia etiamnum to- 
pazio gloria est, suo virenti genere :” 
whence some have supposed it our chry- 
solith : see above. Cf. Job xxviii. 19: 
and Winer ut supra, 2), the tenth, chry- 
soprasum (this word is found only in 
Pliny, xxxvii. 20, “vicinum genus huic 
[beryllo] est pallidius, et a quibusdam 
proprii generis existimatur, vocaturque 
chrysoprasus :” and 21, “amethysti ful- 


to 42. 47 
to 51. 90- 
2. Br. 
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Kat ol Owoeka | tuAWvEec SwosKa ™ waoyaotrat’ n° ava © etc ler 12. 


m ch. xvii. 4 


deo * so reike 
KQl 7 n Luke ix. 3. 
x.1. John 


- cal y ¢ a} ry 
Pardareia THe TWOAEWC 7 Xovaiov 4 ka0apov we TaXroe "Stav- _ ii. ch. iv. 8. 


, 
ead 


o here only. — 
© psing., ch. xi. 


\ cy 2 > ’ 7 A « \ , 
Kat vaov OUK ELOOV ev auTy" Oo yee : KUOLOC O © 8. xxii. 2only. 
. > ? 


Esth. vi. 9, 


s \ e s iy e =A a \ Q 
Qevc o TavToKoaTwo [o] vaog autTncg éoTly, Kal TO 1. plur, 


2 , aie , > 
aovlov. 23 Kal TOA ou 


Matt. vi. 5. 
xii. 19 al. 


a ~ Vr here only t. 
Ocov ae Xvi. 2 


Q. 
vo yt >? Ve , 8 ey \ ‘ 
épwricev avtny, Kal 0 “ Avyvoe avtng To apviov’ * Kai (pdtem, 


’ fra Prov. 


¥ BactAktc TNC yne peoovoty Tv dogav avtwv elc aurny, xviii. 2. 


u = Johni. 5. 


v.35. 1 John fi. 8. ch. i. 16. viii. 12. xviii. 23. John only, exe. 2 Pet.i.19. Gen.i.17. 1 Macc. iv. 50. 


v ch. xviii. 1 reff. Isa. lx, 19. 
1. iii. 4, Isa. lix.9. Isa. lx. 3. 


21. for ava, wa A. 


aft nv ins we B 92. 


w John y. 85. Luke xi. 86al. Exod, xxvii. 20. x ch, ii. 
y Isa. lx. 11 ff. 


rec (for dtavync) Stagpavye (with 


none of our mss) : txt A Brel 1 Andr Areth. 
22. rec om o bef vaoc, with B rel Andr Areth: ins A. 


28. rec aft garywavy ins ev, with h 17. 30? (37. 49 BY, e sil) vulg: om A B rel Andr 
Areth Primas.—avrny 1 Andr-a-p.—om avrn 92. yap bef n Brel: txt Ah 10-7. 
38 (37. 49, e sil). 

24. rec (for wepirrar. to gwrocg aurnc) ta 80vn Twy cwlopevwr ey Tw owT. auTne 
TepttaTnoovet, with 18 Andr-comm: kat zeperarnoover aurnc 39: Ta £0. Twy owl. 
TW PwTe avTne Teo.” Ta £Ovy Orca Tov gpwrog avrne 1 (sic ?): txt A B rel vulg copt 
Andr Areth lat-ff. for rnv (bef dofay), avrw Brel: avrwy 5: om 92: txt Ah] 
1, 10-7-8. 34-8 (17-8. 35-7. 47-9 B®, e sil). rec (aft dofav) ins kat rny ripny, with 
B rel vulg syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth (but of these B b c dej k 19. 39. 40-1-2-8. 51. 92 
Areth om rnv): om Ah] 1. 17-8. 38. 47. 91-2. for avrwy, twyv eOvwy B rel 
syr-dd Andr-coisl : txt A h 1 10-7-8. 38 (87. 47-9 BY, e sil) vulg copt Andr Areth Ambr 


Primas. 


gens purpura”), the eleventh, jacinth 
(ow): so LXX alex., in Exod. xxviii. 19 ; 
Ezek. xxviii. 13 [Arydptoy or Arycdguor, 
Vat.]. Pliny, xxxvii. 41; “ille emicans 
in amethysto fulgor violaceus dilutus est 
in hyacintho”), the twelfth, amethyst 
mone reff. Pliny, xxxvii. 40, reckons 
the amethyst among the purple stones, 
and says of the best, the Indian, “abso- 
lutum felicis purpure colorem habent 
.... perlucent autem omnes violaceo co- 
lore.” So that it seems to be the stone 
now known by that name). And the 
twelve gates, twelve pearls (Isa. liv. 12, 
“carbuncles.” Wetst. quotes from the 
Rabbinical Bava Bathra, f. 75.1: “ Deus 
S. B. adducet gemmas et margaritas, tri- 
ginta cubitos longas totidemque latas : 
easque excavabit in altitudinem xx cubi- 
torum, et latitudinem x cubitorum, collo- 
cabitque eas in portis Hierosolymorum.” 
See many more in Wetst. and Schéttgen), 
each one separately (reff.) of the gates 
was [made] out of one pearl. And 
the street (generic: the street-material, 
throughout) of the city [was] pure gold 
like transparent glass (see above on ver. 
18). And a temple I saw not init: for 
Vou. IV. 


the Lord God Almighty is the temple of 
it, and the Lamb (i. e. the inhabitants 
need no place of worship or sacrifice, the 
object of all worship bemg present, and 
the great Sacrifice Himself being there). 
And the city hath not need of the sun 
nor yet of the moon, that they should 
shine on her (avr, dat. commodi): for 
the glory of God (the brightness of His 
presence, the Shechinah: see above, ver. 
11) lightened her, and her lamp was the 
Lamb (see Isa. Ix. 19, 20. No assignment 
of the members of the sentence must be 
thought of, such as that 1) dd&a r. Oeov is 
her Sun, and 7d devioy her Moon: so 
Grot. and Ewald [not De Wette, as Diis- 
terd., who only thinks that ¢wriZey cor- 
responds to the sun and Advyvoc to the 
moon, but protests against applying these 
to the divine Persons separately ]): and 
the nations shall walk by means of her 
light (i. e. she shall be so bright as to 
serve for light,—for sun and moon both, 
—to the world that then is, and her 
inhabitants. For such inhabitants are 
clearly supposed ; see below, and ch. xxii. 
2). And the kings of the earth (no longer 
hostile to Christ) bring (pres. of habit and 
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z ver, 12. 

a Isa, xxxv. 8. 

b ch. vii. 16 
reff. ix. 4. 

ec = Acts x. 14, 
xi. 8 al.t 
1 Mace. i. 47, 
62 
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XXI. 25—27. 


Nhe « a ’ ‘ a ee ‘ 
25 kal ot *rvdwvec avtnc ov py ¥ KAEoOwaw ¥ nuéoac, vos 
4 ’ a ’ lod 26 4 y of ‘ 8 hee A v 
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7 cat ov pn eicéAOy etc 


mo Sy \ \d -. de , va es 
at xxii. autny ? may © Kowoyv Kat ° rowy Bdedvypa Kat © Wevdoc, 


Jer. viii, 10, 


F.) compl. 


iaatex. int “et an ob & -yeyoaupévor Ev TH  BiBrtw rng *Zwne rov 


, , 
chivial.” @PVvlovs 


e ch. xvii. 4 


reff. XXII. } Kat Sakiv prot Torapov 1 Y8aroc 'fwne x \ap- 


f constr., ch. 
i ‘ « ] ’ 
chixx.15,  TOOV WC Kovota\dov, 
fi ch. iii. 5 reff. \ 
i ch. vii. 17. 


xxi.6. John A 


a a Coie te ’ 
TOU Oeov Kat TOV apVvlovU. 


m? Pe a m? a , 
EKTOPEVOMEVOV €K TOU Opovov 


20 Eupéow THe ° wAaTElae auTne 


. os al ol > rd A > rs , qn 
iv.10. vii. 8. cq, rou tmotauou ? evrevOev Kat © exeiOev 9EvAov Gwe, 


Jer. ii. 13. 
see Ps. x 


XXXV. Cal A ’ A nn Ye » an 
9. Prov. 7olovv * KaOTOUG owoeka, Kata piva ékaotov * a7rootoouy 


xviii. 4. 
k ch. xv. 6. xviii. 4 al.t Wisd. xvii. 20 al. 
5al.fr. Ezxx, xlvii. 1. n ch.i.18 al. 
xii.5. Ezek, xl, 34, 37. 


26. (om ver Br ?) 
34: (35-7. 47-9, e sil). 


27. rec cotvovy, with 26-7: xowwv 1: txt A B rel. 


lch. iv.6 only, Num.xi.7, Ezek. i. 22. 


qch.ii.7 reff, Gun. ii. 9. 
also.) Gen.i.11,12. (John elsewhere, kup. pépecv.) 


m ch. iv. 

p see John xix. 18. Dan. 
r Matt. iii, 8& passim. (Luke 
8 Matt. xxi,41. Heb. xii.1l. Levy, xxvi. 4, 


o ch, xxi. 21 reff. 


at end add wa ecceAOwory B rel Areth: om Ah! 1. 2. 10. 


rec zowvy, with 


Bch2. 4. 10-7. 34 (26. 32-5-7. 42-8-9, e sil) Andr Areth: o zowy rel copt: txt 


A 18. 41. 92. 


Cuap. XXII. 1, rec ins kabapoyv bef worapor, with 1: aft wor., ch] 4. 10-7. 26. 
32-4-8. 48-9 Br Andry Areth: om A B rel Hil Primas. 


2. rec ev peow: ex pecou 92: txt A. 


rec (for execOev) evrevOev, with h 1. 10-7 


8-9 (37. 47-9 Br, e sil) Andr: om cae exeev 35. 92: txt A Brel syr-dd arm Andr- 


coisl Areth. 


mowyv A18: mowuvvra e: txt Brel Andr Areth. 


pnvav A. 


rec (aft nya) ins eva, with 1 (j, e sil) Andr-a Areth : om A B rel Andr. 


exaorm B 39. 40; exaorog d: om 85: txt A rel 1 Andr Areth. 


a7rodwouvg B rel 


Areth: amodwWovra e 1. 29 am fuld Primas: txt A b 32-4 (80. 47, e sil) Andr. 
amoo. bef exact, Bbhdek19. 17-9. 32-9, 40-1-2. 92 syr-dd: txt A rel 4 Andr Areth, 


certainty, as so often in this prophecy) 
their (the kings’, not the nations’, as ver. 
26) glory (cf. Isa. lx. 3: all in which they 
glory) into her: and her gates shall never 
be shut by day (i. e. in meaning, shall 
never be shut, seeing it will always be day: 
shall never be shut, for if they were, they 
must be shut by day): for night shall not 
exist there. And they (men) shall bring 
the glory and the costliness of the nations 
into her (Isa. ]xvi.12. Among the myste- 
ries of this new heaven and new earth this 
is set forth to us: that, besides the glori- 
fied church, there shall still be dwelling on 
the renewed earth nations, organized under 
kings, and [ch. xxii. 2 ]saved by means of the 
influences of the heavenly city). And there 
shall never enter into her, every thing 
unclean, and working abomination and 
falsehood, but only (lit. except) they that 
are written in the book of life of the 
Lamb (if then the kings of the earth, and 
the nations, bring their glory and their 
treasures into her, and if none shall ever 
enter into her that is not written in the 
book of life, it follows, that these kings, 


and these nations, are written in the book 
of life. And so perhaps some light may 
be thrown on one of the darkest mysteries 
of redemption. There may be,—TI say it 
with all diffidence,—those who have been 
saved by Christ without ever forming a 
part of his visible organized Church), 

Cu, XXII, 1—5.] Zhe end of the de- 
seription: the means of healing for the 
nations (1, 2): the blessedness, and eternal 
ors ) of the glorified servants of God 

And he shewed me a river of water of 
life, bright as crystal, coming forth out 
of the throne of God and of the Lamb 
(which throne is one and the same: see 
ch. iii. 21, and note on ch. xx.11. The 
O. T. passages in view are Gen, ii. 10; 
Hzek. xlvii. 1 ff.). In the midst of the 
street of it (the city), and of the river, on 
one side and on the other (the gen. zora- 
pov is governed by gupéow as Ewald and 
Disterd. al., not by évretvOer x. exeiDev, as 
De Wette: the meaning being that the 
trees were on each side in the middle of 
the space between the street and the river. 
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Kat wav kataQena ovk gorat ert. fils O° 
we 60 , = ri) a ‘ a ’ > Vie \ ¢ u= Luke ix, 
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4 c as ‘ at 
Kat 7 OWovTat TO see Bsth ii. 
y , > rc \ \ ow” > mar A A Z , _EZEK, 
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ZEcH. xiv.11. 


20. vii. 3 al. 


‘ b e ¢ « 
[ pwroc | Avy vou Kat pwroc [ nAtov |, ore KvpLOg re) cdc Ww ch.i.1. ii. 
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, , \ 
“Qwrios ET avTOUC, Kat 
- es 
TWY ALWIWY, 


A > e , 
§ Kat etarév pot Ovror ot *doyor 
A e , e f A 4 f; , ny ol 
Kat 0 Kuoiog 0 | Geog rwv “© avevppatwv tev © rpopnrwv 
h ?_s A f EY lod n~ a 
améoteikev tov ayyeAov avrov ™deiEat rotc 


D ch. xxi. 23. 
e ch. iii, 14. xix. 11, xxi. 5, 


ce = ch, xx. 4 reff. 


om rov 1. 40. 


3. rec karavafeua (with none of our'mss): txt A B rel 1 Andr Areth. 


exer 1. 


f Nom. xvi. 22. xxvii. 16. 


Ps, xxxiii. 22. 


c X , , ‘ a 
Bact EVGOVOLY ELC TOVC ALWVAE x ch. vii.15. 


Exod. iii. 12. 
y = here only. 
(Acts xx. 25.) 
Ps, xvi. 15, 
6nt., Matt. 
y. 8 1John 
iu 2. ie 
w ’ z ch. vii. 3 reff, 
ach. xxi. 25, 
SovAoie geen: xiv. 6, 
d1 Tim. i. 15. iii. 1. iv. 9. 2Tim.ii,11. Tit. iii. 8 
g 1 Cor. xiv. 32. heh.i. 1. 


> A Ye? ’ 
® morot Kat ° adnOvol, 


for ert, 


5. ree (for ere) exet, with h 1 4. 10-7-8. 34 (16. 32-5-7-9.47-8-9 Br, e sil) Andr Areth: 


om rel copt Promiss: txt A B 2.19 vulg syr-dd lat-ff(some). 


rec yotlayv ovK 


txovorv, with 1. 4. 10-7. 34 (ch 32-7. 47-8-9 Br, e sil) Andr Areth: ov yosa B rel 


(syr-dd) Primas Promiss: txt A vulg. 


rec om gwroc (bef Avxvov), with B rel 1 


Andr Areth Ambr,: ins A 18 (38) 47 vulg syr-dd copt eth Andr-a Ambr, Tich Primas. 


for 2nd gwroc, 


wc A 32-5. 48 am: om lips-5. 
10. 30-4. 48 (4. 17-8-9. 35-7-8. 47-9 Br, e sil) gr-lat-ff: om B rel. 


rec ins nAvov, with Ach 
ree gwrifer, with 


c 4, 34 (32. 48, e sil) am syr-dd Andr-coisl Areth: gwreet B rel 1 Andr: txt A 12. 42 


(vulg copt) Primas Ambr. 
imas. 


6. for evrev, Neyer Brel: txt A 4. 34 (82. 48, e sil) vss gr-lat-ff. 


kuotoc, with B rel Andr Areth: ins A 92. 


rec om ez, with B rel Andr Areth: txt A Ambr Tich 


rec om o bef 
rec (for mvevparwy Tw) aywy, with 


1. 34 Andr: txt.A B rel vulg syr-dd copt eth Andr-comm Areth Primas Idac. 


See Ezek. xlvii. 7), [was] the tree of life 
(ch. ii. 7 ; Ezek. ut supra ff., i.e. trees of the 
kind described: as in Ezek.), producing 
twelve fruits (kinds of fruit, Ezek. xlvii. 
12), according to each month yielding its 
fruit (Ezek. ut supra): and the leaves of 
the tree [are] for healing of the nations 
(so exactly, Ezek. ver. 12: “and the leaf 
thereof [pbAAov is read for avaBaorc, in 
LXX, by “alii apud Tromm.”] for medi- 
cine.” Onthe sense of £0vdv, the nations 
outside, see above, ch. xxi. end). And 
every curse (accursed thing, see below, 
kardQcpa, another form of caravdQepa ; 
in ref. Matt. we have the verb caraQepari- 
Zevv) shall exist no longer (ef. ref. Zech. 
There shall no more be those accursed 
things which bar the residence of God 
among His people: see Josh. vii. 12, which 
shews that these words are in close con- 
nexion with what follows): and the throne 
of God and of the Lamb shall be in her, 
and His servants shall serve Him (in 
ministration and holy service, see ch. vii. 


15), and they shall see His face (be close 
to Him, and know Him even as they are 
known, Matt. v. 8), and His name [shall 
be] on their foreheads (ref.), And night 
shall not be any more (oh xxi. 25), and 
they shall have no need of [the light of | a 
lamp or (and) of [the] light [of the sun] 
(ch. xxi, 23), because the Lord God shall 
shine (shed light) upon them: and they 
shall reign (De Wette well remarks, in a 
higher sense than in ch, xx. 4, 6) to the 
ages of the ages. 

6—21,| ConcLUDING ASSURANCES AND 
EXHORTATIONS: and herein, 6, 7, assur- 
ance by the angel of the truth of what has 
been said, in the terms of ch.i.1. And he 
(the angel) said to me, These sayings (the 
whole book, by what follows) are faithful 
and true (see on reff.) : and the Lord (Jeho- 


-vah) the God of the spirits of the prophets 


i.e. of those spirits of theirs, which, in- 
formed by the Holy Spirit, have become 
the vehicles of prophecy) sent His angel 
to shew to His servants what things 
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see , aA h ~ 
ich. iii. 11. © 
vv. 12, 20. auTou a ost 
¥ eh. De ore. i a v fraka toc 0 
= ch.i. 3, 
ver. 18. xX e 


m see ch. xix ; 
10. TEl 

n ver. 19. 

o = ch. x. 4. 
Dan. viii. 26 
Theod. xii. 
4, 9. 


peh- 158. 
Matt. xxvi. 
18. see Luke 
xxi. 8. 

q = Phil. iv. 5. 
Zeph. i. 7. 

x = Col. iii. 25. 
Ps. ev. 6. 
see EZEx. iii. 
27. 
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jot ™"Ooa fig or ovvoovrA0c gov el Kal THY adeA pu cou 
TWY TOOPNTWY, Kal Twv ‘ rnoovvtwy touc *” Aoyoue TOU 
” B.PrAtov Tourov. TT) ew Tm pockvvnoov. 
My ° oppaylone rouc " Noyous TNC ' rpognreiag TOU BiB- 


, > NPs. io 
» yevecOat év * rayel. 7 Kat wou ! Ep omar 
a Ud lal 
) * rnpwv rove *! Aoyoug TNE  qoopn- 
ac tov (BAtov TouTou. 
8 > >? , cop ’ \ / cal ry \ wv 
Kayw Iwavvng 0 akovwy Kat PAérwy ravra’ Kat OTE 


lal 


9 Kal Eyer 


10 kat Aéyer por 


only. Zech. 

iii. 4, 5. ’ , ‘ \ ’ LP as: € ’ ~~ 

(-ros, 1 Pet. Alov TouTou, o * Katpoc [ yao] PY eyyug Eottv. N ot adtcwv 

iii. 21. > , , ye 5 \ © , , e 
, E. ¥ 8 t » \ 

Fravios aoltknoatw Ett, Kal O puTapoc putapevOnrw ETL, Kal O 


t here only t. 


7. rec om «a, with h 1. 4. 10-7. 34-8 (87. 40-8-9 Br, e sil) copt Andr Primas: ins 


A B rel vulg syr-dd eth Andr-a Areth. 


8. rec cat eyw, with rel 1 Andr-coisl Areth: om eyw 92: txt A Bb dhj k 9. 10-3-6. 


26-7. 35-8. 47-9. 50. 90 Bt Dion Andr. 


rec transp BAewwy ravta and akouwy, 


with 1: BA. K. ak. ravta c 4. 32-4. 48 copt Dion Andr Areth: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd 


Andr-p lat-ff. 


rec (for ore ewov) sBAeWa, with 1. 4. 10-7. 34 (c h 18. 32-7. 48-9 


Br, e sil) Andr Areth; ¢8Aerov A: vidi vulg Primas ; edov b k 16. 38: txt B rel. 


Steph ezeoa, with A 1. 16-8. 30-5: txt B rel Andr Areth. 


Twy, mp0 A. 


for eumpoober 


9. rec (aft cov) ins yap, with 30?: gm AB rel 4 vulg syr-dd copt eth Ath Andr Areth 


Cypr. om kau bef rwy (twice) 1. 


10. om raz 1. 


rec ins ort bef o kaipoc (omg yap), with 1. 10-7 (37. 49 Br, e 


sil) 91 «th Andr-p Cypr, Primas: o yap rarpog 18. 40 Andr-a: o katpog 4. 16. 27. 39. 


48: 0 katpog yap A B rel. 


11. homeotel in Aj 34-5. 68 Andr-coisl from Ist ert eae to 2nd: in 1 from Ist to 


8rd. 


must come to pass shortly (on the whole 
of this see on ch. i. 1, from which place it 
is repeated at the close of the book of 
which that is the opening). And behold, 
Icome quickly (the speech passes into the 
words of Christ Himself, reported by the 
angel: so in ver. 12, and in ch. xi. 3): 
Blessed is he that keepeth the sayings of 
the prophecy of this book (the speech is a 
mixed one: in rov BiBAtov rovrov, the 
Writer has in view the roll of his book 
now lying all but completed before him: 
but the words are the saying of the angel: 
The Toopynreiac ravrng would express it 
formally). And I John [was he | who heard 
and saw these things (pres. partt. with- 
out temporal significance—was the hearer 
and seer of these things): and when I 
heard and when I saw, I fell down (as in 
ch. xix. 10, where see notes) to worship 
before the feet of the angel who shewed 
me (pres. part. as above) these things. 
And he saith to me, Take heed not: I am 
a fellow-servant of thine, and (a fellow- 
servant) of thy brethren the prophets, 


rec put@v purwcatw (with none of our mss): putapwOnrw 92: 


and of those who keep the sayings of this 
book: worship God (the same feeling 
again prevailed over the Apostle as before, 
and is met with a similar rebuke. I 
hardly can with Diisterd. see any real dis- 
tinction implied, in the adehgayv cov ray 
mpopntay here, between the situation of 
the Seer then and now. D. thinks, the 
intention now is to exalt his prophetic 
office and character), And he saith to 
me, Seal not up the sayings of the pro- 
phecy of this book (cf. ch. x. 4, where the 
command is otherwise: also reff. Daniel 
{the yap is perhaps a supplementary in- 
sertion: see the varieties in digest]) : for 
the time is near (in Dan. viii. 26, the 
reason for sealing up the vision is that the 
time shall be for many days). Let him 
that is unjust (pres. part. as above) com- 
mit injustice (aor. of acts, not of a state, 
which would be pres.) still: and let the 
filthy (reff.: morally polluted) pollute 
himself (in the constant middle sense of 
passive verbs when the act depends on a 
man’s self) still: and let the righteous 


XXIT. 


AxsBbe 
hjkb 
254, 9, ae 
1 


4-5. 37 
to 42. 47 
to 51.90- 


Br, 
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xy 12,29) \ ow w é NSEXY Cay y > Matt. vi 
Svinke 

eT. tOou Epyouat tayv, Kat oO pucboc [OU ~ MET y Rev. here 

> a F) 5 a c# € \ 4 ’ \ , a only. see 

&u0uU aTocovval skaoTW WC TO Epyov eoTlv aUTOU. Day. xii. 10. 

Se N ‘ oe ‘ \ a ; w vv. 7, 20 

13 yw TO » adga kat to Q, °apwroe Kat °2 7 _ ch. iii. 11 

oy ’ Pr C Kat EOKXaTOC, 1 x Matt. v.12. 

’ \ AC a8 aN 14 ' ed ’ Neercl xx.8. 2 John 

aon Kal TO TEA0c. Makaoeltot ot mwAvvovrec TAC- OTO- 8. 

X 4 it ha oe e» © f° ’ ier TAN Yigg y Isa. xl. 10. 
ag auTwv, twa EoTal H eCovala QUTWY ETL TO EvAoy awe a7 
a a \ Pia Fe a oe iD ’ \ , Rom. ii.6. 

TNC ®Zwne, Kat TOLC muAwoww eicéA Qwow él¢c THV mwoAw. Babe. sete: 


15 7 © 4 , \ ay \ \ ek , \ eR “ 
) = Heb. vi. 
e&w ol KUVEC Kal OU paomakor Kai Ol TOpPVOt kat Ot ® 10. 1 Pot iL 


k a VRC Yo ’ ry a a eat a fg 

poveic Kal OU etowAoAaToat Kat 7ac pirwy Kal TOLWV bee xxi. 
6. 

¢ ch. i. 17 reff. d ch. vii. 14 reff. © 


@£ouc. w. eri, ch, ii. 27 reff. 
i= Phil. iii.2. Ps. xxi.16. Matt. vii. 6. 


e constr., ch. viii.8. John xvii. 2. fusages of 
ee h ch. xxi, 12 reff. dat., see James ii. 25. 
k ch. xxi. 8 reff. Ich. xxi. 27. 


& ver. 
txt B rel Andr Areth. (oputav@nrw 18!. 32 Orig,.) rec (for dec. mona.) decarw= 
Onrw, with 38 (37, e sil) vulg-ed ep-Lugd-ap-Eus Aug,: txt A B rel am(with demid 
fuld tol lips-4) syr-dd copt Andr Areth Cypr,. (aovnrw 1.) 

12. rec at beg ins rat, with 1 eth Andr-p: om A B rel vulg syr-dd copt arm Andr 
Areth Cypr. rec eorat, with B(Mai) rel 1 Andr Areth: om 39: txt A 3B(Tisch) 
38 syr-dd. (d illeg.)—rec avrov bef eor., with 11. 4. 17. 34-8 (32-5. 48, e sil) Andr 
Areth: txt A B rel syr-dd. (d illeg.) 

18. rec aft eyw ins ect, with (10. 34-7-9. 40, e sil) vulg Orig,(yeyova,) lat-ff(some) ; 
oe 16: om A B rel 1 am (with fuld?) Ath Andr Areth Cypr-ms Primas. rec a’ 
(for adga), with B rel 4 Orig Ath Andr: txt Abcdhj19. 32. 90 Andr-coisl Areth. 

rec ins o (twice, bef wowroc and bef ecy.), with B rel 1 Andr-coisl: bef zo. 
(only) h 32: om A d 9.—rec om 4 bef apyn and ro bef redoc, with 1.19 (c h 10. 32 Br, 
e sil): om ro bef redoc 34: ins A rel.—ree apyy Ke. TeXoc bef o Tywr. Kk. o Eoy., with 1. 
4. 17-8 (c h 10. 32-7. 41-8-9 Br, e sil) Orig, Andr Areth: txt A B rel vulg syr-dd eth 
Orig, Ath Cypr. rec (for tAvvoyrag rac otodkag avtwy) wowvvrac Tag EvTo\US 
avrov, with B rel 1 syr-dd copt (Andr Areth) Cypr Tert Tich(: for auvrov, epov 
Andr-p-c Areth-ms): txt AN I(wAvvayrec) 33(aA\vvovvrec) vulg eth arm-ming Ath 
Fulg Primas. movdeworr 1. 

15. rec aft ew ins de, with (dP) lips-5 copt Fulg Primas: om A B (k ?) rel 1 Hippol 
Ath Andr Areth Cypr Tich. rec aft mac ins o, with 1 1. 4. 302-8. 41-8 Andr Areth: 
om A B rel Hippol. transp zor. and giv. e 4. 32-4. 48 Hippol Ath Andr-coisl 


Areth.—for 7. 0 $. K. 7rot., 0 mowovvreg To 18. 


do righteousness still, and the holy sanc- 
tify himself still (see Ezek. iii. 27: and 
cf. Matt. xxvi. 45, “Sleep on now, and 
take your rest: behold, the time is at 
hand:” also Ezek. xx. 39. The saying 
has solemn irony in it: the time is so 
short, that there is hardly room for change 
—the lesson conveyed in its depth is, 
«Change while there is time”). Behold 
I come quickly, and my reward is with 
me (reff. Isa.) to render (this infin. may 
be either of purpose, dependent jointly on 
Zoyouar and 6 pi08. x.r.X., or epexegetic 
of that which is wrapped up in the word 
pucOdc itself. No very satisfactory ac- 
count is given of this last construction in 
Winer, edn. 6, p. 284, § 41. 1) to each as 
his work is (these words sound as if 
spoken by our Lord Himself: perhaps at 
the conclusion, the Apostle puts together, 
in prophetic shortness, many divine say- 
ings of warning and consolation, with the 


replies to them). I am the Alpha and 
the Omega, the first and the last, the be- 
ginning and the end (these words have 
hitherto been said by the Father: see 
above, ch. i. 8, xxi. 5, and notes. And in 
all probability it is so here likewise, whe- 
ther we assume the words to be spoken by 
Christ in God’s name, or by the Eternal 
Father Himself). Blessed are they that 
wash their robes (see the digest. The 
vulg. addition “in sanguine agni,” after 
ch. vii. 14, is of course the right supple- 
ment), that they may (on tva with fut. 
see reff., and ch. xiv. 18 note. It is a 
mixed construction : between “that they 
may have” and “for they shall have”) 
have the power (licence) over the tree 
(to eat of the tree: éi of the direction of 
their reaching for the fruit) of life, and 
may enter by the gates into the city, 
But outside are the dogs (impure persons, 
reff.), and the sorcerers, and the forni- 
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XX, 


’ Ayal . ’ 
m constr., ver. ' beddoc. 16 yw "Inoovc Erepwa Tov ayyedov pou ™ pap= 


20. ch. i. 2. 
1 Tim. vi. 13, 


Lal cal ot r > , 2 ote e p ec; 
n dat., = Heb. Tvonoat * usw ™rqura ° emt Talc EKKANGLAIC. EY EM pila 


x. 15, Gen. 


Prt « . ‘ e , rt 
xiii svat. Kal To 9 yévoc Aaveid, 0‘ astnp o * Aaurpoc, 0 ™ mpwivoc. 


0 = Matt. xxiv, 
33. John iv 


£ , 


4 \ \ a Vane , , Ip We 3 
ov. Ace}! Kal TO mvevua Kal H " voudn Aéyovow Epxov' Kat o 


iii. 11. ch. ix. 


x ’ , > , a 
4 xxi. axouwy ematw ” Koyou" 


peh.v.5. Isa 
xi. 1, 10. 


¢ a , 
qc Actexvi. AaBErw * vowo " Zwne * Swpeay. 


28,29. Jer. ’ 


kat o ‘ dpav Epyécbw, 0 Dédwv 
18 w Maorvew eyw * raytt 


, \~ , Led , 
rus (xxxvi.) To akovovTt Tove x Ao-youc TNC 5 TpopnrEiac Tov * BrBrtov 


Anes , a7 > ea teats ee , € \ >»? > 4 
ren 11-259n1Y- royrov, €av TIC * emi0y tx aura, * emtOnoe o Oeoc ex avrov. 


5 ver. 1 reff.+ ‘ 


t Hos. xiii-3, 

uch. xxi. 9. 

w ch. xxi.6 
reff. 


> fal , 
Ep. Jer.60. Tag * mAnyac Tac yeypappévac ev TH BrBAtw TOUT 


av TIC > agedy 


b ‘ ~ 
avo TWY 


«19 Kat 


©oywv tov °PiBAtov rhe 


, , b? -~ et \ « @ , 
w dat., = ver. WOOPHTELAC TauTye, agedget oO Ococ TO ME_O?E auTou 


16 reff. or 

Rom. x.2, Gal. iv. 15. X vv. 7,10. (ch. i. 3.) 

z= Luke x. 80. Acts xvi, 28 Dru, vii. 15. 
iy. 2. xii. 32. ¢ ver, 9, 


ach. ix. 18, xv.1lal. 
d ch. xx.6. xxi.8. John xiii.8. Eecl. v. 18, 


= here only. = mpootiO., Prov. xxx.6. Sir. xviii. 6. 
b Luke [x. 42.] xvi,3. Deut, 


16. for et, ev A 18. 21. 88 vulg copt Ath Andr: om ¢ 4. 47-8 arm Andr-p Areth 


Primas: txt & B rel syr-dd. 


rec ins rov bef daverd, with del 1. 9. 13. 30?: om 


A Brel Ath Andr Areth.—éa0 bef cat ro yev. b: in 1 rov dad is written above the line 


in red: and here the text of 1 ends. 
om B rel vss Ath Andr Areth Tich Idac. 


rec aft Napmpog ins cat, with A (k ?) vulg: 


rec (for 0 mpwtvoc) opOpivoc (with none 


of our mss): txt A(zpo-) X B rel Ath Andr.—om 0 Aap, 35.—o tow. bef o Aapz, 


c (dP) 4, 32. 40-8 Andr-coisl Areth. 


17. rec (for epyou, twice) edOe, and (for epyecOw) eXOerw (with none of our mss) : txt 


AB rel Ath Andr Areth. 


rec ins cat bef o Oedwr, with 34 (d 40, e sil) vulg syr-dd 
arm Primas: om A B rel am(with tol lips-5-6) copt eth Ath Andr Areth. 


rec (for 


AaBeTw) NauBaverw ro, with 34(omg ro) (4. 17, e sil): txt A B rel Ath Andr Areth. 
18. rec (for papr. eyw) cvupaorvpovpar yap, with (none of our mss) vulg: paprupo- 
peau yap 34-5 spec Andr-coisl Areth, paorvpoma eyw c 48: txt A B rel Andr. rec 
om ist rw, with dh 10-7 (26-7. 37. 49. 51 Br, e sil) Andr-p: ins A 8B rel Andr Areth. 
rec (for e710 ex aura) exit:On moog Tavta (with none of our mss) : emtOy mpoc 
rauvta 27: emiOn ex’ avrw k 80; emtOnoee ex avrw Andr-a: extriOn ex’ avra 34: 


txt A B rel Andr. 


extOnoat b cd hj k 1 9. 10-3-6. 26-7. 


om ev avrov Al; 


ex avtw A? 11”, 92.—em avrov bef o Os0¢ h 10. 30-4-7. 48 Br Andr(but Andr-a has 


avtw) Areth Ambr. 
Areth : om A rel vss Ambr Tich Primas. 
ins A B rel Andr Areth. 


ins exra bef minyac Bch 10. 32-4-7. 48-9 Bt arm Andr 


rec om 2nd rw (with none of our mss) : 


19. rec (for apedn) agatpn: agederrar B: agedoe 47, 51: txt A rel Andr Areth, 
ree (for rov Brrov) B.Bov (with none of our mss): txt A Brel Andr (but 


b Andr-a has 7. moog. bef r. BBA. Tovrov) Areth. 


agedor rel Andr-p: agpeAXarj 9. 16, 27. 41 


cators, and the murderers, and the idola- 
ters, and every one loving and practising 
falsehood (see on these, ch. xxi. 8), 

I Jesus (our Lord now speaks directly 
in His own person) sent my angel to 
testify these things to you in (the éi of 
addition by juxtaposition, see reff.) the 
churches. I am the root (reff.) and the 
race (the offspring, as E. V. So Virg. 
in. iv. 12, “genus esse Deorum”’) of 
David, the bright morning-star (that 
brings in the everlasting day). 

And the Spirit (in the churches, and in 
the prophets) and the Bride (the Church 
herself) say Come (see on ch. vi., kc.) : 
and let him that heareth (the cry of the 
Spirit and Bride) say Come; and let him 


ree (for agedee) agarpycer : 


: txt AB 4. 92 Andr Areth, afeAy e! k 26, 


that thirsteth come, and let him that 
will, take the water of life freely (this 
verse is best understood as a reply of the 
Apostle to our Lord’s previous words), 
18—20.] Final solemn warning of the 
Apostle. I (emphatic) testify to every 
one (or, “gf every one,” by a very com- 
mon N. T. construction : see reff. for both 
usages) who heareth the sayings of the 
prophecy of this book, If any one add 
(aor. = futurus exactus, shall have added) 
to them, God shall add to him (lay upon 
him, as he has laid his own additions upon 
them: the verb being from ref. Deut., 
where the plagues of Egypt are threatened 
to the Israelites in case of their disobe- 
dience) the plagues which are written in 
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e ver. 2. 

f ch. xi. 2. xxi. 
10. Matt. iv. 
5. xxvii. 53. 
Isa. xiviii. 2. 
Dan. ix, 24. 

g constr., ver. 
16 reff. 


bs A 4 a a ’ a a 
amo tov °vXAov tne ° Zwne, Kat [ex] tne * roAewe tne 


g o c 1N aaa al i , kN of 

(0) PaeTvewy TauTa . al, EeKXOMat Tay. ayy éexou, 
, > cal 

Kuple Inoov. 


2i‘H * XaArc Tou * kuptov "Inoot = pera TwV ‘ayiwy. 
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39. 42-8. rec (for rov ZvAov) BiBAov, with (none of our mss) vulg-ed(and fuld 
lips-4-5) Andr-p Ambr Primas: txt AN B rel am(with demid lips-6) syr-dd copt eth 
arm Andr Areth Tich. om e« A 10. 38: ins 8 B rel vulg syr-dd Andr Areth Tich 
Primas. rec aft aytac ins cat, with (d?) 34(-5 ?) vulg: om AN B rel syr-dd copt 
zeth arm Andr Areth Tich Primas. ree om last rw (with none of our mss): ins 
AN B rel Andr Areth. 

20. om apnyv NX Primas. aft ravra ins eva RX}, rec ins vat bef éoxyov, 
with rel Andr-a-p (Primas?): carl: om AX Be 2. 4.18. 32. 48. 92 Br Andr-coisl 
Areth. aft eno. ins yé N?. 

21. rec aft cupiovins nywy, with 30-2. 41 vulg syr-dd copt Andr-p: om AN B rel 
vulg-ms eth Andr.—om «up. ino. ¢ Areth.—ree aft ono. ins xprorov, with B rel vulg 
syr-dd copt Andr Areth (see above) : om AN 10. 26.—ygrorov (alone) 32. rec (for 
TwY aywy) TavTwy vawy, with (none of our mss) vulg-ed(and fuld &c): ravrwy rwy 


ich. iii. 11. 
Ws @avlee 

k Rom. xvi. 20 
(24). 1Cor. 
Xvi. 28 al. 

lsee note. 


aywy B rel Andr Areth: zavrwy (alone) A am: txt N. 


rec at end adds apnv, 


with N B rel vss Andr Areth-txt: om A fuld Andr-a Areth-comm. 


SUBSCRIPTION. om Bb hj 1: awocaduiug rov ayrov wavvov rou Oeodoyou 9: war. 


amok. 18: txt AX. 


this book: and if any one shall take 
away from the sayings of the book of 
this prophecy, God shall take away his 
portion from the tree of life (strike out 
his portion from the aggregate of those of 
which the whole participation of that tree 
is made up), and out of the holy city, 
which are written in this book (see ref. 
Deut. The adding and taking away are 
in the application and reception in the 
heart: and so it is not a mere formal 
threat to the copier of the book, as that 
cited from Irenzus in Eus. H. E. v. 20, 
dpKiw oe toy peraypapapevor TO BiSdiov 
ToUTO.... Wwa avrTiBPadryc 0 pereypaw, 
cai karopOwoyc.... All must be received 
and realized. This is at least an awful 


warning both to those who despise and 
neglect this book, and to those who add 
to it by irrelevant and trifling interpreta- 
tions). 

20, 21.] Finat ASssuRANCE of the 
Lord, and REPLY of the Apostle on be- 
half of the Church: and BENEDICTION. 
He who testifieth these things (the 
Lord Jesus) saith, Yea, I come quickly. 
Amen (the reply of the Apostle, not the 
conclusion of our Lord’s saying), Come, 
Lord Jesus. 

The grace of the Lord Jesus be with 
the saints (i. e. with the church of God. 
This, the reading of the Codex Sinaiticus, 
is no where else found as a parting for- 
mula). 


THE END. 


GILBERT AND RIVINGTON, PRINTERS, AT. JOHN’S SQUARE, LONDON. 


ERRATA. 


Prolege. p. 2, line 4 from end, for i. 1, 2 a. read ch. iii. § i. 2 a. 
dy p- 10, line 35, for elvar, read rvyx avery. 
Page 40, digest, line 5, for Nestorius, read Nestorians. 
— 162, ref. u, for xxviii. 2, read xxxviii. 8 vat. 
— 192, digest, line 1, dele the words (see note). 
— — notes, col. 2, line 4 from end, for mpvetpnpévor, read sionuévor. 
— 208, ref. r, dele xii. 36. 
— 215, notes, col. 1, line 26, for readers, read dwellers. 
— 252, digest, line 5, add for pupracw, pvoiwy aywy D!, 
_ — 258, notes, col. 1, line 3, for rmaynydpee, read maynydoet. 
— 298, ref. p, after 1 Cor. i. 17, insert bis, 28. 
— 310, inner margin, msert ABCKLabcdfghjklmols. 
— 311, inner margin, dele ...exere C and the accompanying list of MSS. 
— 812, inner margin, insert ... woepmerre C. 
— 348, ref. e, for Gal. v. 17, read Gal. v. 7. 
— 503, digest, lines 14 to 23, read as given im prolegomena, pp. 269], 270]. 
— 616 et seq., for Syr, read syr-pk (see proleg. p. 276). 
— 643, notes, col. 2, line 3 from end, for Rom. i. 15, read Rom. i. 25. 
— 6550, notes, col. 1, line 1, for rode BaowWkic, read roig Baoirevou. 
— 559, notes, col. 1, line 7 from end, for Matt. xvi. 16, read Matt. xvi. 18. 
— 6567, notes, col. 1, line 14, for Judg. xi. 19, read Num. xi. 19. 
— 572, notes, col. 2, line 20, for ch. iii. 3, read ch. iii, 4, 
— 575, notes, col. 2, line 18 from end, for Ps. exix., read Ps. cxxxix. 
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Words to Take with us: 


a Manual of Daily and Occasional Prayers 
for Private and Common Use ; 
with Plain Instructions and Counsels on Prayer. 


By W. E. SCUDAMORE, M.A., 
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